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POSITION PAPERS 


Adopted by the House of Bishops 
1967 


1. Church and Youth 


Our American society is acutely conscious of its young people 
as never before. They are highly visible, highly articulate. Their 
visibility sometimes vexes older eyes with Hondas, black leather 
jackets, beards, drug experimentation, and demonstrations. 


Yet this same segment of our society has its sobering—and chal- 
lenging—face. These are the same young people who are grasping 
for an education as no generation before them, and insisting— 
sometimes even unreasonably, but always with responsible intent— 
on having a voice in the affairs of their educational institutions. They 
are taking an increasing and intelligent interest in world affairs, and 
speaking their views. They are supplying willing minds and bodies 
for the Peace Corps in an unprecedented expression of personal 
concern for foreign problems. In their insistence on democratic 
participation in all areas of their life there is a strong resistance to 
the anonymity and totalitarian tendencies of our age. There is good 
reason to rejoice that these are the people who will certainly be 
responsible for this world—and for the Church—the day after to- 
morrow. They are dramatizing and expressing the blurred norms of 
our time, the uncertainties and the false starts of the end of an era. 


For we live at the end of one era, and at the beginning of another. 
All of us, but particularly those of us who are adults, are as immi- 
grants—not in space, but in time. We come not only from the Old 
Country, but from the old era. Like immigrants, we find ourselves 
with difficulty trying to conform our children to the time that was, 
but no longer is,—to the things that were, but no longer are. Like 
immigrants, too, we over thirty are hostages held by the past. Our 
young people, like the children of immigrants, are hostages held by 
the future. This new time has a new accent, a different language. 
Yet, for these young people, it is their mother tongue. They speak 
it like natives because they were born here in this new age. 


We think it helpful thus to look upon our young people as chil- 
dren of immigrants who have come to a new age, because this kind 
of challenge and response is deeply embedded in our American 
history. Most of us need not go back many generations to find the 
ancestor who came to these shores as an immigrant. The national 
Churches of the English, the Scots, the Germans, the Slavs, the 
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Latins, and others, came with them and helped them to negotiate the 
transition. What strength there is—and there is much—in American 
Christianity is testimony to a successful immigration by those who 
came before us. 


Yet the ultimate things of God’s Providence are above and beyond 
all the changes of this life. These young people need to hear the 
Good News as did their fathers and forefathers before them. As 
always, the idealism of humanity, apart from the Gospel, is a tender 
and vulnerable thing, subject to the twin dangers of cynicism and 
despair. As always, the building of a new world needs the faith, the 
hope, the charity, of people who know they are redeemed. God has 
always used people blessed with these virtues to fashion the forms 
of His new eras. 


In the measure that we are faithful to the divine commission to 
preach the Gospel, we must be more attentive to and comprehending 
of the risks and the resources, the dangers and the joys, of the youth 
of today. We would make two basic suggestions. 


First, we urge that every effort be made to include young people 
in responsible decision-making groups in the life of our Church, 
because the life of the Church at every level is not sufficiently ex- 
pressive of the viewpoint of youth. They can come to a sense of 
identity with the Church only as they are given a voice in directing 
its affairs and in determining its life. In many instances their intui- 
tions will be more accurate than those of their elders. The historic 
concern of prophetic religion is to see that the voice of conscience 
is raised with reference to the significant issues of the times. Who 
can be unaware of the raising of young voices of concern over the 
social issues of our time, such as urban unrest, Black Power, the war 
in Vietnam? 


Second, as good stewards of the mysteries of God we are responsi- 
ble for the proclaiming of the true and lively Word. Like good 
missionaries, we must, therefore, welcome encounters with our 
young people. We must listen, we must welcome, the opportunities 
whereby we can learn from them the ways in which God has pre- 
ceded us in our ministry to them. The history of the Church has too 
many instances of attempts to “colonialize” Christianity. The 
Church’s imposition of an alien and temporary expression of Chris- 
tianity stifles a vital people whose greatest contribution to the 
Church is their own indigenous expression of the Eternal Word. As 
the Church faces a new era, our young people must speak in their 
own tongue the wonderful works of God. 
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2. Civil Disorders 


Since many of our cities have been torn by disorders, revealing 
that we are one of the most disturbed nations of the western world, 
this statement shares some insights which, we believe, the Christian 
Faith can give us in our national predicament. If we are to react 
wisely to a complex and bewildering situation, we need perspective 
on our problem. 


When a great riot or rebellion comes to a city, sensitive people 
are stunned; they stop talking and begin to listen. It is as if God 
mounted the pulpit and said, “Now, America, you will listen to 
what I have to say, and your eyes will be opened to see things you 
did not see.” 


Biblically considered, while lawlessness and violence are inher- 
ently destructive and are not to be condoned, the disorders must 
be seen as a judgment, And what is inner judgment? It can be 
understood, in part, as the maturing of an inner contradiction. At 
this moment the contradiction is clear, the haunting tragedy of 
American history: It is the contradiction of a nation in which immi- 
grants are absorbed into the melting pot of full citizenship—but 
Negroes are not. It is the contradiction that proclaims that all men 
are created equal and have equal rights—but Negroes are in slavery 
or ghettos. This contradiction matured in our history into a great 
Civil War that almost destroyed the nation; it has again matured 
into flaming cities; and it could now destroy our institutions in ob- 
vious and subtle ways. Our travail as a nation is not meaningless; 
it is the maturing of an inner contradiction. As we view the judgment 
from Newark, to Detroit, to Watts, we can respond in three possible 
ways. 


(1) We can fail to see the seriousness of the judgment, try to 
return to “life as usual”, failing to recognize that it is “life as usual” 
which has brought us to where we are. 


(2) We can become a police-state, and there are ominous signs 
that this may happen. If hostile groups arm against each other; 
if angry extremists grow in power on each side, feeding on each 
other; if white intransigence continues to create Black despair, alien- 
ation, and hatred, which, in turn create white reaction; then a 
police-state could become a necessity to prevent slaughter in the 
streets. Christian people who know “the unruly wills and affections 
of sinful men”, who remember that the Lord wept over a city, who 
know that there is no reason why America should escape the tragedy 
of history, should be completely realistic and avoid wishful thinking. 
A police-state would mean the end of our free institutions. 


Vili 


(3) We can turn the power of eyery institution in the land, be- 
ginning with the Church, toward removing the dread contradiction, 
toward growing up into the Constitution, toward What we call “re- 
pentance”, the changing of our ways. Change is a law of life; and if 
we have not the capacity to change, we are on the road to revolution. 
“God has matched us,” said one of our members, “with a great 
opportunity.” Or, again, ‘““The world’s agenda forces a change in the 
Church’s agenda.” This means not only an important shift in the 
budget of the National Church, but a total shifting of emphasis at 
every level of the Church’s life to meet the national crisis. 


For the meaning of a judgment is always that we may be purged 
of bitter things. The massiveness of the effort required can be seen 
when we remember that it is in the nature of institutions to change 
slowly, and that it is doubtful that the habits and customs of a great 
nation can change fast enough to satisfy the just claims of this large 
minority to full and equal rights. If people are alarmed and appre- 
hensive, they have good reason to be so; for in a moral universe no 
unjust social order, divided against itself, can endure; there are ob- 
vious signs of a fierce polarization; the social order is obviously 
fragile and precarious; and there is no end in sight to our national 
agony. 


Americans, who are prone to believe that all problems can be 
solved by money, must be told bluntly that money alone will not buy 
us peace. It is a necessary symbol of our concern, in Church and 
State; but it can, also, unless it is accompanied by a more drastic 
change of inner attitude, deceive us into believing that we have 
changed when we really have not. The stability and cohesiveness of 
a nation can no more be built solely on dollars than can the cohesive- 
ness and stability of a family. Indeed, money without a deep sense 
of belonging, money without mutual respect and affection, money 
without the deep ties of the spirit, will leave any people hostile, bitter, 
and alienated. We write this not only to support the new budget, and 
to urge massive Federal, State, and local programs in this crisis, but 
also to make clear that it is a symbol of a deeper change that must 
take place at every level of life of the Church and Nation. As we gird 
ourselves for total effort, we should do so conscious of God’s judg- 
ment as well as His great mercies. One of our hymns begins with 
these majestic and sober words: 


Before the Lord Jehovah’s throne, 
Ye nations, bow with sacred joy; 
Know that the Lord is God alone; 
He can create and He destroy. 
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Rev. Anson P. Stokes, Jr., D.D., Bishop of Massachusetts, Chair- 
man; Rt. Rev. Albert R. Stuart, D.D., Bishop of Georgia; Rev. 
Charles H. Long, Jr., of Pennsylvania; Rev. M. Moran Weston, 
Ph.D., of New York; Very Rev. C. Julian Bartlett, D.D., of Cali- 
fornia; Rev. Jesse F. Anderson, Sr., of Pennsylvania; Very Rev. 
Almus M. Thorp, D.D., of Southern Ohio; Mr. Betts S. Slingluff, 
Jr., of Alabama, 506 South Park Avenue, Dothan, Alabama, 36301; 
Mr. William G. Ikard II of New Mexico and Southwest Texas, 87 
Sutton Place Apts., El Paso, Texas 79912; Mr. D. Bruce Merrifield 
of Missouri, 369 Marshall Avenue, St. Louis, Mo. 63119; Miss Jean 
Middleton of Mississippi, Millsaps College, Jackson, Miss. 39210; 
Mrs. Charles W. Battle of Indianapolis, 734 Wheeling Avenue, 
Muncie, Ind. 47303; Miss Carolyn Dowrie of Northern California, 
c/o Owens, 379 N. Fullerton, Upper Montclair, N.J. 07403; Mr. 
David Banks of Kentucky, 520 School Way, Louisville, Ky. 40214; 
Mrs. Richard Hawkins of Massachusetts, 94 Eastern Avenue, Fall 
River, Massachusetts 02723; Mr. John Marshall of California, 2826 
Telegraph Ave., Berkeley, Calif. 94705; Frank Kent of Minnesota, 
Cathedral of St. Mark, Oak Grove and Hennepin Avenues, Minne- 
apolis, Minn. 55403. Seminarian Consultants: Miss Janet Hayes, 
Episcopal Theological School, 99 Brattle Street, Cambridge, Mass. 
02138; Mr. Harry W. Pollock, Virginia Theological Seminary, P. O. 
Theological Seminary, Alexandria, Va. 22304; Mr. Harry T. Grace, 
General Theological Seminary, 175 Ninth Avenue, New York, 
N.Y. 10011; Mr. Charles L. Hoffman, Episcopal Theological School, 
99 Brattle Street, Cambridge, Mass. 02138; Mr. William Galaty, 


XVii 


Nashotah House, Nashotah, Wis. 53058. Other Consultants: Rt. 
Rev. Stephen F. Bayne, Jr., 815 Second Avenue, New York, N.Y. 
10017; Rev. A. Theodore Eastman, Overseas Mission Society, Mt. 
St. Alban, Washington, D.C. 20016; Rev. Myron B. Bloy, Jr., 40 
Prescott Street, Brookline, Mass. 02146; Mrs. Mattie L. Humphrey, 
149 East Coulter Street, Philadelphia, Pa. 19144. 


(State of the Church) Committee on the Siate of the Church 


Very Rev. William L. Kite, D.D., of Rhode Island; Very Rev. 
Robert S. Kerr, D.D., of Vermont; Very Rev. Robert Parks of 
Florida; Rev. D. Raby Edwards of East Carolina; Rev. James B. 
Clark of Nebraska; Rev. John R. Edler of Newark; Rev. Thomas K. 
Chaffee of Fond du Lac; Rev. Canon Bernard C. Newman, S.T.D., 
of New York; Rev. Victor M. Rivera, D.D., of San Joaquin; Ven. 
Charles F. Rehkopf of Missouri; Rev. Paul J. Davis of Iowa; Rev. 
Sydney C. Swann, Jr., of Southern Virginia; Mr. John Paul Causey 
of Virginia, Chairman, Box 589, West Point, Va. 23191; Mr. John 
P. Thatcher of Nevada, 1310 Lander Street, Reno, Nevada 89503; 
Mr. Joseph Neudert of Northern Michigan, 1816—12th Street, 
Menominee, Michigan 49858; Mr. George N. Daniels of South 
Carolina, 84 S. Battery, Charleston, S. Car. 29401; Mr. Frank P. 
Foster of Massachusetts, One Joy Street, Boston, Mass. 02108; Mr. 
Robert M. Ayres, Jr., of West Texas, 100 Alameda Circle, San 
Antonio, Texas 78209; Mr. Boyd R. Hammond of Nebraska, 1549 
N. Main Street, Fremont, Neb. 68025. 


(Structure) Joint Commission on the Structure of the Church 


Rt. Rev. John P. Craine, D.D., Bishop of Indianapolis, Chair- 
man; Rt. Rev. George T. Masuda, D.D., Bishop of North Dakota; 
Rt. Rev. James W. F. Carman, D.D., Bishop of Oregon; Rev. W. 
Bradford Hastings of Connecticut, Very Rev. John C. Leffler, D.D., 
of Olympia; Rev. Joseph A. Pelham of Michigan; Mr. Charles M. 
Crump of Tennessee, 1830 Exchange Building, Memphis, Tenn. 
38102; Mr. Clifford W. Stone of Kansas, P. O. Box 528, El Dorado, 
Kansas 67042; Mr. Fredriks D. Berger of Southern Ohio, 1616 
Union Central Building, Cincinnati, Ohio 45202; Mr. Jos. Irion 
Worsham of Dallas, Republic National Bank Tower, Dallas, Texas 
75201; Hon. Reynolds S. Cheney of Mississippi, P. O. Box 1666, 
Jackson, Miss. 39205; Mrs. John H. Foster of West Texas, 111 
Sheraton Drive, San Antonio, Texas 78209. 
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(Women Church Workers) Joint Commission on Women Church 
Workers 


Rt. Rev. Norman L. Foote, S.T.D., Bishop of Idaho; Rt. Rev. 
Ivol I. Curtis, D.D., Bishop of Olympia; Rt. Rev. James W. Mont- 
gomery, D.D., Bishop Coadjutor of Chicago; Rev. Canon Wilbur 
E. Hogg of Maine; Very Rev. John C. van Dyk of Oklahoma; Rev. 
George F. Tittmann of California; Deaconess Frances Zielinski of 
Michigan, 12045 Littlefield Street, Detroit, Michigan 48227; Mrs. 
Richard T. Loring of Massachusetts, 43 Glen Road, Brookline, 
Mass. 02146; Mrs. Harold Kelleran of Virginia, P. O. Theological 
Seminary, Alexandria, Va. 22304. 


(Theological Education) Board for Theological Education 


Rt. Rev. Frederick J. Warnecke, D.D., Bishop of Bethlehem, 
Chairman; Rev. Charles P. Price of Massachusetts; Rev. Almus M. 
Thorp, Jr., of Southern Ohio; Mrs. Harold Kelleran of Virginia, 
P. O. Theological Seminary, Alexandria, Va. 22304; Mr. Hershner 
Cross of New York, General Electric Co., 570 Lexington Ave. (44th 
Floor) New York, N.Y. 10022; Charles V. Willie, Ph.D., of Central 
New York, Syracuse University, Maxwell Hall, Syracuse, N.Y. 
13210; Prof. J. A. Martin, Jr., of New York, Columbia University, 
New York, N.Y. 10027; Mr. Amory Houghton, Jr., of Rochester, 
Chairman of the Board of Corning Glass Works, Corning, N.Y. 
14820; Rev. Walter Ong, S.J., Saint Louis University, Department 
of English, Saint Louis, Mo. 63104. 


OFFICERS AND MEMBERS OF THE EXECUTIVE COUNCIL 


Ex Officio Members 
Rt. Rev. John E. Hines, D.D., Presiding Bishop, President, and 
Chairman 
Very Rev. John B. Coburn, D.D., Vice-Chairman 
Rt. Rev. Stephen F, Bayne, Jr., D.D., Vice-President 
Mr. Warren H. Turner, Jr., Vice-President 
Lindley M. Franklin, Jr., LL.D., Treasurer 
Rev. Canon Charles M. Guilbert, $.T.D., Secretary 


Until the General Convention, 1970 


Rt. Rev. Robert L. DeWitt, D.D., 202 W. Rittenhouse Sq., Phila- 
delphia, Pa. 19103. 

Rt. Rev. G. Francis Burrill, D.D., 65 E. Huron St., Chicago, Ill. 
60611. 

Rt. Rev. George M. Murray, D.D., 521 20th St., N., Birmingham, 
Ala. 35203. 

Rt. Rev. David E. Richards, S.T.D., Apartado 2773, San José, 
Costa Rica, C.A. 

Rev. Stephen R. Davenport II, Harrods Creek, Kentucky 40027. 

Rev. Sherman E. Johnson, Ph.D., 2451 Ridge Road, Berkeley, 
California 94709. 

Rev. Edward E. Tate, D.D., 435 Peachtree St., N.E., Atlanta, 
Georgia 30308. 

Charles V. Willie, Ph.D., Dept. of Sociology, Maxwell Hall, Syra- 
cuse, N.Y. 13210. 

Mr. Charles F. Bound, Baldwin Rd., R.F.D. #2, Mt. Kisco, N.Y. 
10549. 

Mr. John P. Causey, P. O. Box 589, West Point, Virginia 23181. 

Mr. Charles M. Crump, 1830 Exchange Bldg., Memphis, Tenn. 
38103. 

Wilber G. Katz, J.S.D., 1006 Edgehill Drive, Madison, Wis. 53705. 

Mr. John B. Tillson, 1 Joy Street, Boston, Mass. 02108. 

Mrs. Robert H. Durham, 19512 Canterbury Rd., Detroit, Mich. 
48221. 

Mrs. Harold Sorg, 20 Arcade Lane, Berkeley, Calif. 94708. 

Mrs. Seaton G. Bailey, P. O. Box 2, Griffin, Ga. 30223. 

Mrs. Cyrus M. Higley, 8 Courtland St., Norwich, N.Y. 13815. 

Mrs. Harold Kelleran, P. O. Theological Seminary, Alexandria, Va. 
22304. 

Dr. Charity Waymouth, 10 Atlantic Ave., Bar Harbor, Maine 
04609. 


Until the General Convention, 1973 
Rt. Rev. Roger W. Blanchard, D.D., 412 Sycamore St., Cincinnati, 
Ohio 45202. 
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Rt. Rev. Albert R. Stuart, D:D, 611 E. Bay St. Savannah, Ga. 
31401. 

Very Rev. William B. Spofford, Jr., Box 1751, Boise, Idaho 83701. 

Very Rev. Lloyd E. Gressle, D.D., 10 Concord Ave., Wilmington, 
Del. 19802. 

Very Rev. Gordon E. Gillett, 3601 N. North St., Peoria, Ill. 61604. 

Clifford P. Morehouse, LL.D., 4863 Primrose Path, Sarasota, 
Florida 33581. 

The Hon. Emmett Harmon, P. O. Box 141, Monrovia, Liberia. 

Mr. Houston Wilson, 12 S. Front St., Georgetown, Del. 19947 
(Boxi272.). 

Mr. William G. Ikard II, 87 Sutton Pl. Apts., El Paso, Texas 79912. 

Mr. Walker Taylor, Jr., 1145 S. Live Oak Pkwy., Wilmington, N.C. 
28401 (Box 897). 

The Hon. Herbert V. Walker, 3072 Menlo Dr., Glendale, Calif. 
91208. 


Elected by Provinces 


1. Very Rev. William L. Kite, D.D., 101 Benefit St., Providence, 
R.I. 02903. 
2. Rt. Rev. Ned Cole, Jr., D.D., 935 James St., Syracuse, N.Y. 
13202. 
3. Rt. Rev. William H. Marmion, D.D., 1000 First St., S.W., 
Roanoke, Va. 24009. 
4. Mr. Prime F. Osborn III, c/o Seaboard Coast Line R.R., Jack- 
sonville, Fla. 32202. 
Rt. Rev. Archie H. Crowley, D.D., 4800 Woodward Ave., 
Detroit, Mich. 48201. 
Very Rev. Henry N. Hancock, D.D., 519 Oak Grove St., 
Minneapolis, Minn. 55403. 
Very Rev. Charles Higgins, D.D., 310 W. 17th St., Little Rock, 
Ark, 72206. 
Rev. John M. H. Yamazaki, D.D., 961 S. Normandie Ave., Los 
Angeles, Calif. 90006. 
Mrs. Edith Bornn, Box 1542, St. Thomas, Virgin Islands 
00802. 
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THE HOUSE OF BISHOPS 
THE HOUSE OF DEPUTIES 
JOINT SESSIONS 





WORSHIP AT THE GENERAL CONVENTION 
Opening Service 


The General Convention of 1967 opened with Choral Evening 
Prayer in the Coliseum, Seattle Center, Seattle, Washington, on 
September 17, at 8:00 o’clock. 

The Vice-Chairman of the House of Bishops, the Rt. Rev. Nelson 
M. Burroughs, D.D., officiated. The Lessons were read, respectively, 
by the Secretary of the House of Bishops, the Rt. Rev. Scott Field 
Bailey, D.D., and the Secretary of the House of Deputies, the Rev. 
Canon Charles M. Guilbert, S.T.D. 

The Presiding Bishop, the Rt. Rev. John E. Hines, D.D., preached 
the General Convention Sermon, which concluded with a call to the 
Church, on the subject of the Crisis in American Life, as follows: 

“As Presiding Bishop of this Church, by God’s help I trust, and 
with the help of others—some not of this Church—I have tried to 
hear what God may be saying to the Churches in the crisis in 
American cities. 

“Extreme actions on the part of a dispossessed people bespeaks 
a conviction that white man’s justice is no justice for the black man, 
particularly those trapped in the ghettos of this land. And many of 
them have despaired of attaining that justice through structures and 
institutions which they see as channels of the white man’s power. 
The grim consequences of the rioting indicates a tenaciously held 
conviction that any relief that comes will have to come by acquisition 
of, or seizure of, sufficient power on their part to enable them to 
shape their own destiny, taking their place equally alongside other 
men. This they are prepared to do—even if they have to die in the 
attempt. Further, and this touches us at a sensitive point, these 
unfortunate people—many of them—have written off the Churches 
as possible allies in their quest for justice, for they have seen little 
concrete evidence that Church people are concerned about their 
plight or will take the necessary risk to help redeem it. 

“In trying to hear what is being said in the confusion of our 
time, I have walked—a little bit—in the ghetto-areas of two of our 
cities. I can only tell you what I know—know from an unrehearsed 
face-to-face confrontation with black people, some militant leftists, 
others solidly moderate—most of them bearing in their souls (and 
some on their bodies) the indignities and brutality which have 
erupted in anger and rebellion. I recruited a task-force of our own 
staff, together with competent outside advisers. I requested the 
counsel of a group of ghetto leaders in exploring the question: ‘How 
can the resources of this Church, resources human and financial, 
be enlisted intelligently and humbly in the service of the people 
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of the cities; and by what criterion can this Church enter into 
partnership with the indigenous community-groups in impoverished 
slum-areas which have been organized by the residents themselves, 
are run by them, and are seeking to alleviate the ‘conditions which 
are destroying them?’ 

“TI believe that people in all walks of life, Churchmen in our own 
land and abroad, the people from whom hope is being squeezed 
out, want to know where we, as Christians, stand—and whether our 
position is manifested in deeds that cannot be misunderstood. 

“As at least the beginning of this Church’s response to the deep 
human need dramatized by the conflict in the cities, I am recom- 
mending the development of a program, to be extended over the 
next triennium, by which this Church can take its place, humbly and 
boldly, alongside of, and in support of, the dispossessed and op- 
pressed peoples of this country, for the healing of our national life. 
Among its aims will be the bringing of people in ghettos into areas 
of decision-making by which their destiny is influenced. It will 
encourage the use of political and economic power to support justice 
and self-determination for all men. It will make available skilled 
personnel-assistance, and request the appropriation of substantial 
sums of money to community-organizations involved in the better- 
ment of depressed urban areas, and under the control of those who 
are largely both black and poor, that their power for self-determina- 
tion may be increased and their dignity restored. It is suggested 
that these efforts be administered through coalitions with other 
Churches and agencies such as the Inter-Religious Foundation for 
Community Organization, that we may be joined with and by other 
groups in similar efforts directed toward the same goals. 

“T am requesting the funding of such a program in the amount 
of approximately $3 million annually; such funds to be secured from 
various sources, principally from the General Church Program. 

“Finally, a re-ordering of primary emphases and priority-ratings 
in the proposed General Church Program will be required, in order 
to support the programmatic response outlined here. 

“I am requesting the General Convention and the Triennial of 
the Women of the Church to create appropriate committees to 
review this call to action by your Presiding Bishop and the Execu- 
tive Council and charging them to make such recommendations as 
may seem wise to them in the light of the critical nature of the need. 
I am sure that means for mutual discussion and co-operation be- 
tween these commitees can be found by such ingenious and creative 
personnel. 

“But I would heavily underline a word of caution: no matter 
what this Church at the national level may decide we can do, both 
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in human and financial terms, it will be only a token, a symbol, if, 
perhaps happily, a sacrament. What we do here can never be more 
than an “earnest”, pointing to the necessity for, and the effectiveness 
of, a sensitive and sacrificial response on the part of the people of 
the Church, For, unless our men, women, and young people enlist 
in patterns of diocesan, parish, and mission engagement, which 
involves them personally as well as financially, even the best effort 
at this level will prove fruitless. 

“What is before us is not primarily a matter of money. Money 
can help if we take our hands off its control, giving it because we 
realize that it is God’s and not ours. But if we attempt to use money 
to “buy our way” out of responsibility, the less credible we will 
appear to men and women struggling with their misery, and the less 
likely we are to build our part of a bridge between our alienations. 
Perhaps we can understand a little that it is only through our shar- 
ing in the pain and agonized frustration of the dispossessed that our 
own renewal can come to be, 

“I hope that this plea for a corporate response of Episcopalians 
will not have to stand alone. We are too small a group, and our 
resources—even if given freely—are far too limited to cope success- 
fully with the crisis in our city streets. I hope I am not presumptuous 
in appealing to the nation-wide community of faith—to our Jewish 
brethren, to our Christian brethren—Roman Catholic, Orthodox 
and Protestant—to join together with us in a bold, full-scale, mobil- 
ization of our resources that can be dedicated to the righting of a 
great wrong and the healing of a bleeding wound in the body of our 
nation’s life. For it may be that we are in “a moment of passing 
grace” given to us by God, that may never again re-occur—and in 
which we are given together the opportunity to act.” 


Inaugural Eucharist 


On Monday, September 18, at St. Mark’s Cathedral, Seattle, the 
Bishops, Deputies, Delegates to the Triennial Meeting of the Women 
of the Church, and visitors, attended an Inaugural Eucharist. There 
were two celebrations of the Eucharist, with the Presiding Bishop as 
the Celebrant at 7:00 a.m. and the Vice-Chairman of the House of 
Bishops as Celebrant at 8:00 a.m. The Presiding Bishop was assisted 
by the Bishop of Delaware, the Rt. Rev. J. Brooke Mosley, D.D., 
and the Secretary of the House of Deputies. Bishop Burroughs was 
assisted by the Vice-President of the Domestic and Foreign Mission- 
ary Society, the Rt. Rev. Stephen F. Bayne, Jr., S.T.D., the Secre- 
tary of the House of Bishops, and the Dean of Olympia, the Very 
Rev. John C. Leffler, D.D. 


Presentation of the United Thank Offering 


The 1965-1967 United Thank Offering was presented at a Eu- 
charist celebrated in the Coliseum at the Seattle Center on Wednes- 
day, September 20, at 8:00 p.m. 

Veterans of past occasions could not but have been conscious of 
many new features in this Service of Presentation. 

First, it was held at night, to permit of its being a great corporate 
act of thanksgiving for Bishops, Deputies, and visitors, as well as 
for the Delegates to the Triennial Meeting. Then, there was partici- 
pation of men as well as women, particularly in the procession of 
alms and oblations. Most striking of all, though, was the service 
itself: it was the first official trial use of the proposed Liturgy of the 
Lord’s Supper, authorized for the occasion by a concurrent Resolu- 
tion of the General Convention. 

The Presiding Bishop was the president of the Eucharist and the 
preacher. There were simultaneous celebrations by the Right Rev- 
erends Stephen F. Bayne, Jr., Daniel Corrigan, and Ivol I. Curtis, 
Bishop of Olympia. The Anglican Executive Officer, the Rt. Rev. 
Ralph Dean, Bishop of Cariboo, Canada, read the Gospel; the Old 
Testament Lesson was read by a young man, J. Burton Salter, Jr., 
of Olympia; and the Epistoler was Mrs. Mary McCritty Fiske of 
Liberia. 

The United Thank Offering again exceeded previous Offerings 
and amounted to $4,917,772.93. 


Service of Ecumenical Witness 


The presence at the General Convention of His Grace, the Most 
Rev. and Rt. Hon. Arthur Michael Ramsey, Lord Archbishop of 
Canterbury, was the occasion of a service of ecumenical witness. In 
the context of Choral Evening Prayer, in the Coliseum, on Sunday, 
September 24, the Archbishop preached to a congregation that in- 
cluded, in addition to members of the two Houses, Delegates to the 
Triennial, and visitors to the General Convention, clergymen and 
laymen of the religious communities of Seattle and its environs, 
coming from as far away as Oregon and British Columbia. 

The Archbishop spoke on the text, “Peace be unto you”, drawing 
on the Greek meaning of the word peace, “to bind”. He likened the 
divergence of modern Churches to the many personalities of the 
Apostles who had been bound together by being bound to God. 

He spoke also of Christ’s binding up human lives and said that 
the first step toward unity is to be bound to God. 

The Rt. Rev. Ivol Ira Curtis, Bishop of Olympia, officiated at 
the service, assisted by Peter Day, Ecumenical Officer of the Episco- 
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pal Church, and the Rt. Rev. Robert F. Gibson, Jr., Bishop of 
Virginia and Chairman of the Joint Commission on Ecumenical Re- 
lations, who read the Lessons. 


Concluding Eucharist 


In the chambers of the House of Deputies, on the last day 
(Wednesday, September 27) at noon, the Presiding Bishop, assisted 
by Bishops and Deputies, celebrated the Concluding Eucharist of 
the General Convention, and officiated at the inauguration of the 
newly elected President and Vice-President of the House of Depu- 
ties, the Very Rev. John B. Coburn, D.D., of Massachusetts, and 
Mr. Charles M. Crump of Tennessee. 

The outgoing President and Vice-President, Clifford P. More- 
house, LL.D., of New York, and the Very Rev. John C, Leffler, 
D.D., of Olympia, were presented with Steuben crystal vases, each 
incised with the symbols of the General Conventions over which 
they had presided. 


Other Services 


On behalf of the General Convention, the Conference on the 
Religious Life set up a chapel in the Veterans’ Building at the Seattle 
Center and chapels, also, in the two headquarters hotels. In these 
chapels, the Daily Offices were read, the Holy Communion was 
celebrated on each day of the General Convention, and altars were 
made available to clergymen desiring to use them. 

In addition, guest preachers were invited by the Presiding Bishop 
to preach at noon-day services, planned primarily for visitors to the 
Convention, at near-by St. Paul’s Church, from Monday through 
Friday of the first week, and on Monday and Tuesday of the second 
week. 
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THE RIGHT REVEREND JOHN ELBRIDGE HINES, 
DDS 1D. DC. ELD: 


Presiding Bishop and Chairman of the House of Bishops. Elected Presiding 
Bishop at the General Convention in St. Louis, Missouri, October, 1964. 





OFFICERS 
OF THE 
HOUSE OF BISHOPS 


CHAIRMAN 


The Right Reverend John Elbridge Hines, D.D., D.C.L., L.H.D., 
Presiding Bishop 


VICE-CHAIRMAN 


The Right Reverend Nelson Marigold Burroughs, D. D., 
Bishop of Ohio 


SECRETARY 


The Right Reverend Scott Field Bailey, D.D., 
Suffragan Bishop of Texas 


ASSISTANT SECRETARIES 
The Reverend Charles J. Dobbins 
Bellaire, Texas 


The Reverend Hubert C. Palmer 
Houston, Texas 


HOUSE OF BISHOPS 
SESSION OF 1967 


SEPTEMBER 18, 1967 


(*Not present at this Session) 


THE RIGHT REVERENDS 


*Bennett, Granville Gaylord, D.D., LL.D., L.H.D., Bishop 
*Strider, Robert E. L., D.D., Bishop 
*Sterrett, Frank William, D.D., LL.D., Bishop 
*Juhan, Frank A., D.D., Bishop 
*Campbell, Robert Erskine, O.H.C., D.D., D.C.L., Bishop 
Mitchell, Walter, D.D., Bishop 
*Thomas, Albert Sidney, D.D., LL.D., Bishop 
*Sturtevant, Harwood, D.D., D.C.L., Bishop 
*Littell, S. Harrington, D.D., Bishop 
Hobson, Henry Wise, D.D., LL.D., Bishop 
*Scarlett, William, D.D., LL.D., Bishop 
Gooden, Robert Burton, D.D., Bishop 
*Shernil, Henry; Knox, $8.10, (LED, VDC Ll. he ie 
Bishop 
*Goodwin, Frederic Deane, D.D., LL.D., Bishop 
*Bentley, John Boyd, D.D., L.H.D., Bishop 
*Salinas y Velasco, Efrain, D.D., Bishop 
*Gribbin, Robert Emmett, D.D., Bishop 
*Clingman, Charles, D.D., L.H.D., Bishop 
*Ziegler, Wilfred Hamlin, D.D., Bishop 
*Lawrence, W. Appleton, D.D., L.H.D., Bishop 
*Roberts, William Payne, D.D., Bishop 
Carpenter, Charles C. J., D.D., LL.D., Bishop of Alabama 
*Tucker, Beverley Dandridge, D.D., LL.D., L.H.D., Bishop 
*Peabody, Malcolm Endicott, D.D., Bishop 
*Kirchhoffer, Richard Ainslie, D.D., Bishop 
*McKinstry, Arthur Raymond, D.D., LL.D., Bishop 
*Blankingship, Alexander Hugo, D.D., Bishop 
Gray, Walter Henry, D.D., Bishop of Connecticut 
*Craighill, Lloyd Rutherford, D.D., Bishop 
*Conkling, Wallace Edmonds, D.D., Bishop 
Loring, Oliver Leland, D.D., Bishop of Maine 
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*Powell, Noble Cilley, D.D., Bishop 
*Mason, Wiley Ross, D.D., Bishop 
*Hart, Oliver James, D.D., LL.D., D.C.L., Bishop 
Page, Herman Riddle, D.D., Bishop 
*Heistand, J. Thomas, D.D., Bishop 
Jones, Everett Holland, D.D., Bishop of West Texas 
Voegeli, C. Alfred, $.T.D., LL.D., Bishop of Haiti 
Boynton, Charles Francis, D.D., Suffragan Bishop of New York 
Walters, Sumner F. D., S.T.D., Bishop of San Joaquin 
Kennedy, Harry Sherbourne, D.D., Bishop of Honolulu 
Pardue, Austin, D.D., Bishop of Pittsburgh 
*Dun, Angus, D.D., Bishop 
Horstick, William Wallace, D.D., Bishop of Eau Claire 
Gesner, Conrad Herbert, S.T.D., Bishop of South Dakota 
Gooden, R. Heber, $.T.D., Bishop of Panama and the Canal Zone 
Louttit, Henry Irving, D.D., Bishop of South Florida 
Mason, C. Avery, D.D., Bishop of Dallas 
*Banyard, Alfred Lothian, D.D., Bishop of New Jersey 
Wright, Thomas Henry, D.D., Bishop of East Carolina 
Hines, John Elbridge, D.D., D.C.L., L.H.D., Presiding Bishop 
Moody, William Robert, D.D., Bishop of Lexington 
Emrich, Richard S. M., Ph.D., S.T.D., LL.D., Bishop of Michigan 
*Sawyer, Harold Everett., D.D., Bishop 
Barton, Lane Wickham, D.D., Bishop of Eastern Oregon 
Quarterman, George Henry, S.T.D., Bishop of Northwest Texas 
Bayne, Stephen Fielding, Jr., S.T.D., LL.D., Litt.D., L.H.D., Vice- 
President of the Executive Council 
Donegan, Horace William Baden, D.D., D.C.L., Bishop of New 
York 
Gunn, George Purnell, D.D., Bishop of Southern Virginia 
Hall, Charles Francis, D.D., LL.D., Bishop of New Hampshire 
Hunter, J. Wilson, D.D., Bishop of Wyoming 
Bloy, F. Eric I., D.D., Bishop of Los Angeles 
Scaife, Lauriston Livingston, D.D., LL.D., Bishop of Western New 
York 
Gordon, William Jones, D.D., Bishop of Alaska 
Hubbard, Russell Sturgis, D.D., Bishop 
*Henry, M. George, D.D., Bishop of Western North Carolina 
West, E. Hamilton, D.D., Bishop of Florida 
*Higley, Walter Maydole, S.T.D., Bishop of Central New York 
Sherman, Jonathan Goodhue, $.T.D., Bishop of Long Island 
Campbell, Donald James, D.D., Bishop 
Jones, Girault McArthur, D.D., Bishop of Louisiana 
Claiborne, Randolph Royall, Jr., D.D., Bishop of Atlanta 
Gibson, Robert Fisher, Jr., D.D., Bishop of Virginia 
Street, Charles Larrabee, Ph.D., S.T.D., Bishop 
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*Miller, Allen Jerome, Ph.D., D.D., Bishop 
Burroughs, Nelson Marigold, D.D., Bishop of Ohio 
*Stark, Dudley Scott, D.D., LL.D., L.H.D., Bisho 
Welles, Edward Randolph, D.D., Bishop of West Missouri 
Smith, Gordon V., S.T.D., Bishop of Iowa 
Campbell, Wilburn Camrock, D.D., LL.D., Bishop of West 
Virginia 
Burrill, G. Francis, D.D., L.H.D., Bishop of Chicago 
*Baker, Richard Henry, D.D., Bishop 
*Lichtenberger, Arthur, D.D., L.H.D., J.C.D., LL.D., Bishop 
Hatch, Robert McConnell, D.D., Bishop of Western Massachusetts 
Watson, Richard Simpson, D.D., Bishop of Utah 
Swift, A. Ervine, S.T.D., Bishop 
Richards, David Emrys, S.T.D., Bishop of Central America 
Powell, Chilton, D.D., Bishop of Oklahoma 
Hallock, Donald Hathaway Valentine, D.D., Bishop of Milwaukee 
Kellogg, Hamilton Hyde, D.D., LL.D., Bishop of Minnesota 
Crittenden, William, D.D., Bishop of Erie 
Noland, Iveson Batchelor, D.D., Bishop Coadjutor of Louisiana 
Ogilby, Lyman Cunningham, D.D., Bishop Coadjutor of South 
Dakota 
Higgins, John Seville, D.D., LL.D., Bishop of Rhode Island 
Warnecke, Frederick John, D.D., Bishop of Bethlehem 
Brady, William Hampton, D.D., Bishop of Fond du Lac 
Stark, Leland, D.D., Bishop of Newark 
Murray, George Mosley, D.D., LL.D., Bishop Coadjutor of 
Alabama 
*McNeil, Dudley Barr, D.D., Bishop 
*Thomas, William S., D.D., Suffragan Bishop of Pittsburgh 
Kinsolving, Charles James III, D.D., Bishop of New Mexico and 
Southwest Texas 
Mosley, J. Brooke, D.D., Bishop of Delaware 
Marmion, C. Gresham, Jr., D.D., Bishop of Kentucky 
Marmion, William Henry, D.D., Bishop of Southwestern Virginia 
Harte, J. Joseph Meakin, D.D., Bishop of Arizona 
Minnis, Joseph Summerville, D.D., Bishop of Colorado 
Crowley, Archie Henry, D.D., Suffragan Bishop of Michigan 
Stuart, Albert Rhett, D.D., Bishop of Georgia 
Stokes, Anson Phelps, Jr., D.D., Bishop of Massachusetts 
Vander Horst, John, D.D., Bishop of Tennessee 
Doll, Harry Lee, D.D., Bishop of Maryland 
Dicus, R. Earl, D.D., Suffragan Bishop of West Texas 
Goddard, F. Percy, D.D., Suffragan Bishop of Texas 
Brown, Robert Raymond, D.D., Bishop of Arkansas 
Lewis, Arnold Meredith, S.T.D., Suffragan Bishop for the Armed 
Forces 


11 


Carman, James W. F., D.D., Bishop of Oregon 

Honaman, Earl Miller, D.D., Suffragan Bishop of Harrisburg 

Turner, Edward Clark, D.D., Bishop of Kansas 

Sterling, Chandler Winfield, D.D., Bishop of Montana 

Lawrence, Frederic Cunningham, D.D., Suffragan Bishop of 

Massachusetts 

Foote, Norman Landon, S.T.D., Bishop of Idaho 

Craine, John Pares, D.D., Bishop of Indianapolis 

Haden, Clarence Rupert, Jr., D.D., Bishop of Northern California 

Saucedo, José Guadelupe, D.D., Bishop of Mexico 

McNairy, Philip Frederick, D.D., Suffragan Bishop of Minnesota 

Esquirol, John Henry, J.D., D.D., Suffragan Bishop of Connecticut 

Corrigan, Daniel, D.D., Director of the Home Department, 
Executive Council 

Pike, James A., J.S.D., D.D., J.U.D., Litt.D., Hum.D., Bishop 

Rose, David Sheperd, D.D., Bishop Coadjutor of Southern 
Virginia 

Lickfield, F. William, D.D., Bishop of Quincy 

Blanchard, Roger Wilson, D.D., Bishop of Southern Ohio 

' Brown, Allen Webster, D.D., Bishop of Albany 

Cabanban, Benito Cabanban, D.D., Bishop of the Philippines 

Cadigan, George Leslie, D.D., Bishop of Missouri 

Creighton, William Forman, D.D., Bishop of Washington 

Millard, G. Richard, D.D., Suffragan Bishop of California 

Wright, William Godsell, D.D., Bishop of Nevada 

Bennison, Charles Ellsworth, D.D., Bishop of Western Michigan 

Kellogg, Paul Axtell, $.T.D., Bishop of the Dominican Republic 

Wetmore, J. Stuart, D.D., Suffragan Bishop of New York 

Curtis, Ivol Ira, D.D., Bishop of Olympia 

Chilton, Samuel Blackwell, D.D., Suffragan Bishop of Virginia 

Fraser, Thomas Augustus, Jr., D.D., Bishop of North Carolina 

De Witt, Robert Lionne, D.D., Bishop of Pennsylvania 

Thayer, Edwin Burton, Suffragan Bishop of Colorado 

Temple, Gray, D.D., Bishop of South Carolina 

Butterfield, Harvey Dean, S.T.D., Bishop of Vermont 

Rauscher, Russell Theodore, D.D., Bishop of Nebraska 

*Gilson, C. Packard, D.D., Bishop 

Brown, Dillard Houston, Jr., S.T.D., Bishop of Liberia 

Allin, J. Maury, D.D., Bishop of Mississippi 

Hutchens, J. Warren, S.T.D., Suffragan Bishop of Connecticut 

Duncan, James Loughlin, D.D., Suffragan Bishop of South Florida 

Hargrave, William Loftin, D.D., Suffragan Bishop of South Florida 

MacLean, Charles Waldo, S.T.D., Suffragan Bishop of Long Island 

Sanders, William Evans, D.D., Bishop Coadjutor of Tennessee 

Montgomery, James Winchester, S.T.D., Bishop Coadjutor of 
Chicago 
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Chambers, Albert Arthur, S.T.D., Bishop of Springfield 
McCrea, Theodore Harper, S.T.D., Suffragan Bishop of Dallas 
Burgess, John Melville, Hum.D., Suffragan Bishop of 
Massachusetts 
*Longid, Edward Gaudan, D.D., Suffragan Bishop of the 
Philippines . 
*Persell, Charles Bowen, Jr., S.T.D., Suffragan Bishop of Albany 
Mills, Cedric Earl, D.D., Bishop of the Virgin Islands 
Barrett, George West, D.D., Bishop of Rochester 
Putnam, Frederick Warren, Jr., D.D., Suffragan Bishop of 
Oklahoma 
Klein, Walter Conrad, Ph.D., §.T.D., Bishop of Northern Indiana 
Pinckney, John Adams, Bishop of Upper South Carolina 
Moore, Paul, Jr., S.T.D., Suffragan Bishop of Washington 
Romero, Leonardo Rivera, Suffragan Bishop of Mexico 
Saucedo, Melchor, Suffragan Bishop of Mexico 
Rath, George Edward, S.T.D., Suffragan Bishop of Newark 
Cole, Ned, Jr., D.D., Bishop Coadjutor of Central New York 
Reed, David Benson, D.D., Bishop of Colombia and Bishop-in- 
charge of Ecuador 
Bailey, Scott Field, D.D., Suffragan Bishop of Texas 
Myers, Chauncie Kilmer, S.T.D., Bishop of California 
Rusack, Robert Claflin, $.T.D., Suffragan Bishop of Los Angeles 
Selway, George Rhys, D.D., Bishop of Northern Michigan 
Reus-Froylan, Francisco, $.T.D., Bishop of Puerto Rico 
Wong, James C. L., D.D., Bishop of Taiwan 
Masuda, George Theodore, D.D., Bishop of North Dakota 
Richardson, J. Milton, LL.D., D.D., Bishop of Texas w~ 
Gross, Hal Raymond, Suffragan Bishop of Oregon 
Davidson, William, Bishop of Western Kansas 
Van Duzer, Albert Wiencke, Suffragan Bishop of New Jersey 
Gates, William Fred, Jr., Suffragan Bishop of Tennessee 
Barnds, William Paul, Ph.D., D.D., Suffragan Bishop of Dallas 
Stevenson, Dean Theodore, S.T.D., Bishop of Harrisburg 
Hall, Robert Bruce, D.D., Bishop Coadjutor of Virginia 
Taylor, George A., S.T.D., Bishop of Easton 
Martin, Richard B., D.D., Suffragan Bishop of Long Island 
Burt, John Harris, D.D., Bishop Coadjutor of Ohio 
Moore, William Moultrie, Jr., D.D., Suffragan Bishop of North 
Carolina 
Wyatt, John Raymond, Bishop of Spokane 
Spears, Robert Rae, Jr., S.T.D., Suffragan Bishop of West Missouri 
Wood, Milton Legrand, D.D., Suffragan Bishop of Atlanta 


(Total number, 195, including 37 retired Bishops not present. 
Quorum in the House, 97; Constitutional Majority, 80.) 
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FIRST DAY 
SEATTLE, WASHINGTON 
MonbDay, SEPTEMBER 18, 1967 


This being the day and place designated by the General Conven- 
tion of 1964 for the Meeting of the General Convention of 1967, 
the House of Bishops assembled in the Playhouse, the Seattle 
Center, Seattle, Washington, in the Diocese of Olympia, at 10:00 
a.m., with the Presiding Bishop in the chair. 

The Suffragan Bishop of Atlanta read a Lesson from the Holy 
Scriptures. 

Organization of the House 

The Bishop of Delaware, Chairman of the Committee on Dis- 
patch of Business, nominated the Bishop of Ohio to succeed himself 
as Vice-Chairman of the House. 

Bishop Burroughs elected 

[Communicated to the House of Deputies by Message No. 3.] 

The Bishop of Delaware nominated the Suffragan Bishop of 
Texas, the Rt. Rev. Scott Field Bailey, as Secretary of the House. 

Bishop Bailey elected 

[Communicated to the House of Deputies by Message No. 1.] 

Bishop Bailey appointed as Assistant Secretaries the Rev. 
Charles J. Dobbins and the Rev. Hubert C. Palmer, both of the 
Diocese of Texas. 

Appointments confirmed 
Roll Call 

The roll was called by the Secretary, and 152 Bishops, being more 
than a quorum of the House, were recorded as present. 
Resigned Bishops 

The Chairman of Dispatch of Business raised the question of 
seating those Bishops who have resigned their jurisdictions for rea- 


sons other than those specified in the Constitution. 
Referred to Committee on Constitution 


Minutes 


On motion, the reading of the Minutes of the last meeting of the 
House of Bishops was dispensed with. 
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Presentation of Recently Consecrated Bishops 


The Secretary read the list of Bishops recently consecrated and 
not yet presented to the House. They were presented as follows: 


The Bishop of Easton, the Rt. Rev. George Alfred Taylor, presented 
by the Suffragan Bishop of Connecticut and the Suffragan Bishop for 
the Armed Forces. 


The Suffragan Bishop of Long Island, the Rt. Rev. Richard Beamon 
Martin, presented by the Bishop of Southern Virginia and the Suffragan 
Bishop of Long Island (MacLean). 


The Bishop Coadjutor of Ohio, the Rt. Rev. John Harris Burt, pre- 
sented by the Bishop of Los Angeles and the Bishop of Ohio. 


The Suffragan Bishop of North Carolina, the Rt. Rev. William 
Moultrie Moore, Jr., presented by the Bishop of Atlanta and the Bishop 
of Upper South Carolina. 


The Bishop of Spokane, the Rt. Rev. John Raymond Wyatt, pre- 
sented by Bishop Hubbard and the Bishop of California. 


The Suffragan Bishop of West Missouri, the Rt. Rev. Robert Rae 
Spears, Jr., presented by the Suffragan Bishop of Dallas (McCrea) and 
the Bishop Coadjutor of Chicago. 


The Suffragan Bishop of Atlanta, the Rt. Rev. Milton Le Grand 
Wood, Jr., presented by the Bishop Coadjutor of Alabama and the 
Bishop Coadjutor of Tennessee. 


The Chair welcomed the newly consecrated Bishops on behalf of 
all the members of the House. 


Changes of Status 


The Secretary read the list of Bishops whose status had been 
changed since the last Meeting of the House of Bishops, as follows: 


The Rt. Rev. Chauncie Kilmer Myers, S.T.D., from Suffragan Bishop 
of Michigan to Bishop of California, under date of December 27, 1966. 


The Rt. Rev. Benito Cabanban Cabanban, D.D., from Suffragan 
Bishop of the Philippines to Bishop Coadjutor of the Philippines, under 
date of January 3, 1967; and from Bishop Coadjutor of the Philippines 
to Bishop of the Philippines, under date of May 1, 1967. 


The Rt. Rev. Lyman Cunningham Ogilby, D.D., from Bishop of the 
ee hee to Bishop Coadjutor of South Dakota, under date of May 1, 
967. 


Appointment of Committees 


The Presiding Bishop directed the Secretary to distribute the list 
of appointments to the Standing Committees and Special Commit- 
tees of the House of Bishops, to wit: 
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STANDING COMMITTEES 


Dispatch of Business 


Bishop Mosley, Chairman 
Bishop Cole 

Bishop Smith 

Bishop Sanders 

Bishop Gunn 


Rules of Order 

Bishop West, Chairman 
Bishop Kinsolving 

Bishop Campbell (Wilburn) 
Bishop Reed 

Bishop Crowley 

Bishop Hunter 

Bishop Carpenter 


Constitution 

Bishop Jones (Girault), Chairman 
Bishop Esquirol 

Bishop Crittenden 

Bishop Carman 

Bishop McNairy 

Bishop Watson 

Bishop Stevenson 

Bishop Wyatt 


Canons 

Bishop Craine, Chairman 
Bishop Doll 

Bishop Hatch 

Bishop Kellogg (Paul) 
Bishop Temple 

Bishop Montgomery 
Bishop Gross 

Bishop Martin 


Memorials and Petitions 


Bishop Burgess, Chairman 
Bishop Rose 

Bishop Bloy 

Bishop Stark 

Bishop Haden 

Bishop Cadigan 

Bishop Burrill 

Bishop Burt 


Domestic Missions 


Bishop Foote, Chairman 
Bishop Quarterman 
Bishop Brown (Allen) 
Bishop Walters 

Bishop Kellogg (H. H.) 
Bishop Selway 

Bishop Henry 

Bishop Wright (William ) 


Overseas Missions 


Bishop Stokes, Chairman 
Bishop Donegan 

Bishop Gibson 

Bishop Allin 

Bishop Richards 

Bishop Bayne 

Bishop Creighton 

Bishop Wright (Thomas) 


Town & Country 

Bishop Davidson, Chairman 
Bishop Sterling 

Bishop Saucedo (Melchor) 
Bishop Pinckney 

Bishop Claiborne 

Bishop Rauscher 

Bishop Masuda 

Bishop Thayer 


Book of Common Prayer 


Bishop Gray, Chairman 
Bishop Noland 

Bishop Higgins 

Bishop Gibson 

Bishop Harte 

Bishop Curtis 

Bishop Powell (Chilton) 
Bishop Hall (Robert) 


Christian Education 

Bishop Creighton, Chairman 
Bishop Lawrence (Frederic) 
Bishop Wetmore 

Bishop Louttit 

Bishop Rath 

Bishop Gordon 

Bishop Stuart 

Bishop Moody 
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Consecration of Bishops 
Bishop Klein, Chairman 
Bishop Lickfield 

Bishop Millard 

Bishop Higley 

Bishop Persell 

Bishop Gooden 

Bishop MacLean 


Admission of New Dioceses 
Bishop Turner, Chairman 
Bishop Cabanban 

Bishop Duncan 

Bishop McCrea 

Bishop Horstick 

Bishop Brady 

Bishop Van Duzer 


Gen. Theological Seminary 


Bishop Moore (Paul), Chairman 
Bishop Boynton 

Bishop Scaife 

Bishop Welles 

Bishop Chambers 

Bishop Mills 

Bishop Putnam 


Resignation of Bishops 


Bishop Marmion (C. G.), Chairman 
Bishop Goddard 

Bishop Hargrave 

Bishop Richardson 

Bishop Moore (W. M.) 

Bishop Wong 

Bishop Honaman 


Social & International Affairs 
Bishop DeWitt, Chairman 
Bishop Brown (Robert) 
Bishop Moore (Paul) 

Bishop Murray 

Bishop Barrett 

Bishop Blanchard 

Bishop Marmion (William) 


[1st Day 


Unfinished Business 


Bishop Brown (Dillard), Chairman 
Bishop Bennison 

Bishop Rometo 

Bishop Wood 

Bishop Taylor 

Bishop Gesner 


Ecumenical Relations 


Bishop Hallock, Chairman 
Bishop Fraser 

Bishop Hall (C. F.) 
Bishop Ogilby 

Bishop Jones (Everett) 
Bishop VanderHorst 
Bishop Mosley 

Bishop Sherman 


rc 


Religious Communities 


Bishop Welles, Chairman 
Bishop Corrigan 

Bishop Reus-Froylan 
Bishop Loring 

Bishop Voegeli 

Bishop Rusack 


The Pastoral 

Bishop Emrich, Chairman 
Bishop Louttit 

Bishop Bayne 

Bishop Warnecke 


_ Bishop Doll 


Bishop Butterfield 
Bishop DeWitt 
Bishop Burgess 


SPECIAL COMMITTEES 


Advisory Committee to the House 
of Bishops 

Bishop Gray, Chairman 

Bishop Donegan 

Bishop Crittenden 

Bishop Henry 


Bishop Craine 
Bishop Gesner 
Bishop Quarterman 
Bishop Hubbard 
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Advisory Committee on Deaconesses 


Bishop Chambers, Chairman 
Bishop Street, Secretary 
Bishop Rose 

Bishop Allin 

Bishop Hargrave 


Committee on the Brotherhood of 

St. Andrew 

Bishop Campbell (Wilburn C.) 
Chairman 

Bishop Gray 

Bishop Mason (C. Avery) 

Bishop Wright (Thomas) 

Bishop Emrich 

Bishop Burrill 

Bishop Honaman 


Committee on Counsel to the Clergy 
Bishop Fraser, Chairman 

Bishop Sherman 

Bishop Swift 

Bishop Richards 

Bishop Craine 

Bishop Pike 

Bishop Moore (Paul) 

Bishop Rusack 


Committee on the Healing Ministry 

Bishop Campbell (Wilburn), 
Chairman 

Bishop Stuart 

Bishop Honaman 


Committee on the Interim Meeting 
Bishop Quarterman, Chairman 
Bishop Walters 

Bishop Hatch, Secretary 

Bishop Sterling 


Committee to Nominate a Vice- 
Chairman of the House of Bishops 
Bishop Hallock, Chairman 

Bishop Hall (C. F.) 

Bishop Smith 
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Committee of Nine 
Bishop Pardue, Chairman 
Bishop Gray 

Bishop Horstick 

Bishop Bayne 

Bishop Gibson 

Bishop Brady 

Bishop Murray 

Bishop Blanchard 

Bishop Cole 


Committee on the Pentecostal 
Movement in the Episcopal Church 


Bishop Sterling, Chairman 
Bishop Gordon 

Bishop Hubbard 

Bishop Welles 

Bishop Burrill 


Committee on Mutual Responsibility 


Bishop Mosley, Chairman 
Bishop Kennedy 

Bishop Blanchard, Secretary 
Bishop Baker 

Bishop Scaife 


Committee on the Office of a Bishop 


Bishop Cadigan, Chairman 
Bishop Warnecke 

Bishop Creighton 

Bishop Louttit 

Bishop Jones (Everett) 
Bishop Haden 

Bishop Kennedy 


Theological Committee 


Bishop Emrich, Chairman 
Bishop Bayne 

Bishop Sherman 

Bishop Klein 

Bishop Pike 

Bishop Dun 

Bishop Creighton 


House of Bishops Advisory 
Committee to the Bishop 
of the Armed Forces 
Bishop Lewis 

Bishop Kellogg (H. H.) 
Bishop Bennison 

Bishop Hallock 

Bishop Cadigan 
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Reports of Joint Committees and Joint Commissions 


The Secretary presented, by title, the Reports of Joint Commit- 
tees and Joint Commissions, with their recommendations, which, 
by pre-arrangement, were scheduled to be introduced in this House. 


The Resolutions were referred to the appropriate Committees, in 
accordance with the following schedule: 


Placement of the Clergy 


Resolution # 1—Establish a Joint Commission 
# 2—Appropriation for Joint Commission 
# 3—Allocation to Division of Christian Ministries 
# 4—Statement on Negro Clergymen 


Memorials & Petitions 


Resolution # 5—Amend Canon 46, “Filling of Vacant Cures” 
# 6—Amend Canon 60, “Removals from the Ministry” 
# 7—Amend Canon 45, “Dissolution of the Pastoral Rela- 
tionship” 


Canons 


Ecumenical Relations 


Resolution # 1—Establish Standing Joint Commission 
Ecumenical Relations/Canons 


Resolution # 2—Appropriation for Joint Commission 
# 3—Commend “Principles of Church Union” 
# 4Ecumenical Study and Prayer 
# S5—Roman Catholic Relations 
# 6—Goal of Christian Unity 


Ecumenical Relations 


Evangelism 


Resolution # 1—General Secretary for Evangelism 
# 2—Budget for Office of Secretary 
# 3—National Advisory Council 
# 5—Discharge present Commission 


Memorials & Petitions 
Healing 


Resolution # 1—Receive recommendations 
# 2—Establish Joint Commission on Religion and Health 
# 3—Appropriation for Joint Commission 


Healing Ministry 
Education for Holy Orders 


Resolution # 1—Observance of Theological Education Sunday 
# 2—Appropriation for Joint Commission 
# 3—Grants for Theological Education 


Memorials & Petitions 
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Standing Liturgical Commission 


Resolution # 1—Approve Plan for Prayer Book Revision 
# 2—SLC as Agent for Prayer Book Revision 
# 3—Temporary Enlargement of SLC 
# 4—Consultants for Prayer Book Revision 
# 5—Co-ordinator for Prayer Book Revision 
# 6—Budget for Prayer Book Revision 
# 7—Trial Use, Liturgy of the Lord’s Supper 


Prayer Book 


Resolution # 8—Amend Canon 20, “Translations of the Bible” 
Prayer Book/Canons 
Resolution # 9—Modern Bible Versions in the Eucharist 


# 10—Extension of Trial Use, Lesser Feasts and Fasts 
# 11—Translation of Trial-Use Rites 


Prayer Book 


Resolution # 12—Amend Canon 21, “Standard Book of Common 
Prayer” 


Prayer Book/Canons 


Resolution # 13—Reports on Trial Use 
# 14Prayer Book in Simple English 
# 15—Appropriation for SLC 


Prayer Book 
Women Church Workers 


Resolution # 1—Commendation, lay-employees pension plan 
# 2—Continue Joint Commission 
# 3—Appropriation for Joint Commission 


Memorials & Petitions 
Amendments to the Constitution 


Proposal # 2—Article I., Sec. 3, Paragraph 2 
# 3—Article I., Sec. 7 
# 4—Article II., new Sec. 8 
# 5—Article V., new Sec. 8 
# 6—Article [X., Paragraphs 6 and 7 


Constitution 
Memorials and Petitions 


The Secretary then proceeded to present a list, by title, of those 
Memorials, Petitions, and Resolutions, which had been received 
prior to the opening of the General Convention. The matters were 
referred by the Chair to the appropriate Committees, as follows: 


Missionary District of Alaska—Consultation on Church Union— 
Ecumenical Relations 


Diocese of Arkansas—National Council of Churches— 
Ecumenical Relations 
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Diocese of Bethlehem—Liturgy, Lord’s Supper—Trial Use—Prayer Book 
Diocese of Bethlehem—Deaconesses—Status—Ieaconesses 


Diocese of Bethlehem—Consultation on Church Union— 
Ecumenical Relations 


Diocese of California—Episcopal Elections—Office of Bishop 

Diocese of California—ESCRU Petition—Social & International 

Diocese of California—Alcohol Recovery Centers—Counsel to Clergy 
Diocese of Central N. Y—Communion Discipline—Ecumenical Relations 
Diocese of Connecticut—Liturgy, Lord’s Supper—Trial Use—Prayer Book 


Diocese of Delaware—Holy Scriptures—Modern Versions— 
Prayer Book/Canons 


Diocese of Delaware—Consultation on Church Union— 
Ecumenical Relations 


Diocese of Erie—Consultation on Church Union—Ecumenical Relations 


Diocese of Fond du Lac—Liturgy, Lord’s Supper—Trial Use— 
Prayer Book 


Missionary District of Idaho—Self-supporting Priests and the Pension Fund 
—Memorials & Petitions 


Diocese of Iowa—Church and Race Fund in Budget— 
Social & International 


Diocese of Iowa—Fixed Date for Easter—Prayer Book 


Diocese of Iowa—Commendation, The Standing Liturgical Commission— 
Prayer Book 


Diocese of Iowa—Liturgy, Lord’s Supper—Trial Use—Prayer Book 
Diocese of Long Island—Liturgy, Lord’s Supper—Trial Use—Prayer Book 
Diocese of Long Island—Division, Central America—Overseas Missions 


Diocese of Long Island—Consultation on Church Union— 
Ecumenical Relations 


Diocese of Long Island—Abortion-Law Reform—Social & International 
Diocese of Maryland—Thirty-Nine Articles—Theological Committee 
Diocese of Maryland—Jerusalem Bible—Prayer Book 


Diocese of Maryland—Holy Scriptures—Modern Versions, Book of 
Common Prayer—Prayer Book/Canons 


Diocese of Maryland—Holy Scriptures—Modern Versions, Holy 
Communion—Prayer Book 


Diocese of Maryland—Revision of Ordinal, “Ordering” of Deacons— 
Prayer Book 
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Diocese of Maryland—Laymen as Lectors at Holy Communion— 
Prayer Book/Canons 


Diocese of Maryland—Book of Common Prayer—Revision of — 
Prayer Book 


Diocese of Maryland—Pan-Anglican Ecumenical Commission— 
Ecumenical Relations 


Diocese of Massachusetts—Principles of Church Union— 
Ecumenical Relations 


Diocese of Massachusetts—Communion Discipline—Ecumenical Relations 


Diocese of Massachusetts—Book of Common Prayer—Revision of — 
Prayer Book 


Diocese of Massachusetts—Communion before Confirmation— 
Prayer Book 


Diocese of Massachusetts—Manpower-Management Study of Ordained 
Ministry—Memorials. & Petitions 


Diocese of Nebraska—Confirmation before Communion— 
Ecumenical Relations 


Diocese of New Jersey—Consultation on Church Union— 
Ecumenical Relations 


Diocese of New York—Abortion-Law Reform—Social & International 
Diocese of New York—Reading of Pastoral Letters—Pastoral 


Diocese of Newark—Consultation on Church Union— 
Ecumenical Relations 


Diocese of Newark—Communion Discipline—Ecumenical Relations 


Missionary District of North Dakota—Liturgy of the Lord’s Supper—Trial 
Use—Prayer Book 


Diocese of Northern Indiana—Principles of Church Union— 
Ecumenical Relations 


Diocese of Oklahoma—National Council of Churches— 
Ecumenical Relations 


Diocese of Oklahoma—Liturgy of the Lord’s Supper—Trial Use— 
Prayer Book 


Diocese of Pittsburgh—Adoption of Revised Text of Nicene Creed— 
Prayer Book 


Diocese of Pittsburgh—Removal of Thirty-Nine Articles from Formularies 
Constitution/Canons/Prayer Book 


Missionary District of Puerto Rico—Self-supporting Priests and the Pension 
Fund—Menmorials & Petitions 


Missionary District of Puerto Rico—Overseas Missionary Districts Be- 
coming Dioceses—Overseas Missions 
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Diocese of Quincy—Plan of Union, COCU, Participation in— 
Ecumenical Relations 


Diocese of Rochester—Abortion-Law Reform— . 
Social & International 


Diocese of San Joaquin—Role of Suffragan Bishops—Office of Bishop 


Diocese of South Carolina—Principles of Church Union— 
Ecumenical Relations 


Diocese of South Florida—Bible, Alternative Versions— 
Prayer Book/Canons 


Diocese of South Florida—Communion Discipline on Ecumenical 
Occasions—Ecumenical Relations 


Diocese of South Florida—Communion Discipline Statement— 
Ecumenical Relations 


Diocese of South Florida—Consultation on Church Union— 
Ecumenical Relations 


Diocese of South Florida—Petition of Negro Priests— 
Social & International 


Diocese of South Florida—Liturgy of Lord’s Supper—Trial Use— 
Prayer Book 


Diocese of South Florida—Alternatives to the Ante-Communion in the 
Liturgy—Prayer Book 


Diocese of South Florida—Trial Use, Various Anglican Proposed 
Liturgies—Prayer Book 


Diocese of South Florida—Liturgy of Lord’s Supper—Date of Trial Use— 
5, Prayer Book 


Diocese of Southern Ohio—Permission to Read Scriptures from Alternate 
Translations—Prayer Book 


Diocese of Southern Ohio—Freedom for Theological and Doctrinal 
Inquiries—Theological Committee 


Diocese of Southern Ohio—Status of Self-supporting Priests with The 
Church Pension Fund—Memorials & Petitions 


Diocese of Southern Ohio—Principles of Church Union— 
Ecumenical Relations 


Diocese of Southern Ohio—Council for Renewal—Mutual Responsibility 


Diocese of Southern Ohio—The Meaning, Status and Selection of Clergy— 
Memorials & Petitions 


Diocese of Southern Virginia—Prayer Book Revision—Prayer Book 


Diocese of Southwestern Virginia—Bible—Alternative Versions— 
Prayer Book 
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Diocese of Southwestern Virginia—Ecumenical Eucharistic Worship— 
Ecumenical Relations 


Diocese of Texas—Communion Discipline—Ecumenical Relations 


Diocese of Upper South Carolina—National Council of Churches— 
Ecumenical Relations 


Diocese of Upper South Carolina—Participation of Ministers of Other 
Churches in Rites of this Church—Constitution/Prayer Book 


Diocese of Virginia—Prayer Book Revision—Prayer Book 
Diocese of Virginia—Bible—Alternative Versions—Prayer Book 


Diocese of Washington—Justification for Election of a Suffragan— 
Office of Bishop 


Diocese of Washington—Consultation on Church Union— 
Ecumenical Relations 


Diocese of Western Michigan—Bible, Alternate Versions in Eucharist— 
Prayer Book 


Diocese of Western Michigan—Consultation on Church Union (I)— 
Ecumenical Relations 


Diocese of Western Michigan—Consultation on Church Union (II) — 
Ecumenical Relations 


Missionary District of Wyoming—Liturgy of Lord’s Supper—Trial Use— 
Prayer Book 


Province I—Consultation on Church Union—Ecumenical Relations 
Province I—Liturgy of Lord’s Supper—Trial Use—Prayer Book 
Province IJ1]—Ordination of Women—Theological Committee 
Province [1V—Letters Dimissory—Canons 

Province I[V—Removals from the Ministry—Canons 

Province IV—Suffragan Bishops—Office of Bishop 

Province IV—Filling of Vacant Cures—Canons 

Province V—Voting in the House of Bishops—Office of Bishop 
Province VI—Merging of Seminaries—Memorials & Petitions 


National Conference of Deaconesses—Study of Role of Deaconess— 
Deaconesses 


Evangelical Education Society—Confirmation Rubric—Prayer Book 


Special Committee to Study Theological Education—Theological Education 
in the Episcopal Church—Memorials & Petitions 


The Vestry of Saint Andrew’s, Akron, Ohio—Principles of Church Union 
—Ecumenical Relations 


The Vestry of Grace Church, Galveston, Texas—Consultation on Church 
Union—Ecumenical Relations 
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The Vestry of Christ Church, Bluefield, West Virginia—National Council 
of Churches—Ecumenical Relations 


The Executive Council—Diocesan Boundaries—Memorials & Petitions 


The Joint Commission on Church Architecture and the Allied Arts— 
Memorials & Petitions 


Diocese of Washington—Self-government for the District of Columbia— 
Social & International 


Diocese of Central New York—Abortion—Social & International 
—Amend Canon 8—Canons 


Bishop Bayne—Amendment to Article I., Section 2—Constitution 


Necrology 


The Secretary announced that only one member of the House 
had died since the last Meeting; namely, 


The Rt. Rev. Harold L. Bowen, D.D., Retired Bishop of 
Colorado—Died September 11, 1967. 


The House stood while the Presiding Bishop offered prayers for 
Bishop Bowen. 


The Presiding Bishop requested that a Memorial be prepared by 
the Bishops of Colorado, Los Angeles, and Kansas, to be sent to 
the family of the deceased. 


Message from the House of Deputies 


The Secretary read Message No. 1 from the House of Deputies, 
the said Message informing this House that the House of Deputies 
had organized, with the Rev. Canon Charles M. Guilbert as Secre- 
tary, and was ready for business. 

Message received 


Greetings 


The Chair requested that the Secretary send greetings to the 
former Presiding Bishops, the Rt. Rev. Henry Knox Sherrill and 
the Rt. Rev. Arthur Lichtenberger, and to the Presiding Bishop of 
the Holy Catholic Church of Japan. 


Single Trial-Use, Liturgy of Lord’s Supper 
The Bishop of Delaware moved the following: 


Resolved, the House of Deputies concurring, That this General Con- 
vention, in accordance with clause (b) of Article X., of the Constitution, 
authorize for use at the Ingathering of the U.T.O. on Wednesday, 
September 20, 1967, that certain document entitled, “The Liturgy of the 
Lord’s Supper—The Celebration of the Holy Eucharist—and Ministra- 
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tion of Holy Communion”, prepared by the Standing Liturgical Com- 
mission, published by The Church Pension Fund. 
Resolution adopted 


[Communicated to the House of Deputies by Message No. 2.] 
Final Action: Adopted 


Order of Business 


The Bishop of Delaware proposed the following order of busi- 
ness for the day: 


. Presentation of Resolutions by members of the House. 

. Action on proposed amendments to the Constitution. 

. Resolutions from the Standing Liturgical Commission. 

. Resolutions from the Committee on the Placement of the Clergy. 


Order adopted 


KRWN 


Resolutions from the Floor 


The Vice-President of the Executive Council—Report of the 
dvisory Committee on Theological Freedom and Social Respon- 
sibilities. 

Referred to Theological Committee 

The Bishop Coadjutor of Central New York—Appointment of 

a Joint Committee to prepare and recommend to this General Con- 
vention a Statement on Viet Nam. 

Resolution adopted 


(See Part III—‘“‘Viet Nam, Joint Committee’’) 
Final Action: Not Adopted 


The Bishop of West Virginia—Amendment of Canon 63, Sec. 2 


—Clergy on the List of the Secretary of the House of Bishops. 
Referred to Canons 


The Bishop of Virginia—Supplemental Report of the Joint Com- 
mission on Ecumenical Relations—Joint Statement (Episcopal and 


Roman Catholic) on Holy Communion. 
Referred to Ecumenical Relations 


The Bishop of Harrisburg—Memorial from the Diocese of Har- 
risburg on the administration of the Chalice in Federal Penitenti- 


aries. 
Referred to Prayer Book 


Introduction of Guests 

The Bishop of Pennsylvania introduced the Rt. Rev. Y. Y. Tsu, 
former “Bishop of the Burma Road”, who has been resident for 
the past several years in the Commonwealth and Diocese of Penn- 
sylvania. 


26 JOURNAL OF THE GENERAL CONVENTION [lst Day 


The Vice-President of the Executive Council, the former Angli- 
can Executive Officer, introduced the Rt. Rev. Ralph Dean, the 
present Anglican Executive Officer, who is Bishop of Cariboo, The 
Anglican Church of Canada. 


The Bishop of Olympia introduced the Archbishop of British 
Columbia, the Most Rev. Harold Eustace Sexton, and the Bishop 
of New Westminster, the Rt. Rev. Godfrey Philip Gower. 


Bishop Pike introduced the Bishop of Kimberley and Kuruman, 
Church of the Province of South Africa, in exile, the Rt. Rev. 
C. Edward Crowther. 


The Bishop of Panama and the Canal Zone introduced his father, 
the Rt. Rev. Robert Burton Gooden, retired Suffragan Bishop of 
Los Angeles, who was observing the 93rd anniversary of his birth 
on that day. Bishop Gooden was given a standing ovation, and 
he accepted the tribute from his fellow-Bishops, making a brief 
response. 

Reports of Standing Committees 


The Chair called for reports from the Standing Committees. 


The roll of the Committees was called, but none was prepared 
to report at that time. 


Recess 
The House recessed at 11:50 a.m. 
The House re-convened at 2:15 p.m. 


Message from Bishop Lichtenberger 


The Presiding Bishop read the following telegram from Bishop 
Lichtenberger: 


“J wish very much that I could be with you. Give my greetings 
to the Convention. I join the Church in prayers for you all.” 


Seating of Resigned Bishops 


The Suffragan Bishop of Connecticut (Esquirol), Secretary of 
the Committee on the Constitution, reported as follows: 


Your Committee would point out that the Constitution of this Church 
sets forth the basic principles of government for this Church. One of the 
ree fundamental of these principles has to do with membership in this 

ouse. 


_The Constitution is specific on this point, spelling out in detail those 
Bishops of this Church who qualify as members of the House of 
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Bishops: “Every Bishop having jurisdiction, every Bishop Coadjutor, 
every Suffragan Bishop, and every Bishop who by advanced age or 
bodily infirmity, or who, under election to an office created by the 
General Convention, shall have resigned his jurisdiction, shall have a 
seat and a vote” in this House. 


Your Committee does not believe that, under these specific constitu- 
tional limitations, any Bishop who has resigned for a reason other than 
those listed is entitled to membership in the House of Bishops. 


We acknowledge that this House has the right to extend the courtesies 
of the House to anyone at any Meeting of the House. However, such 
courtesy is not a constitutional privilege. 


The Bishop of California moved that the courtesy of the House 
be extended, with seat and voice, to Bishop Pike. 


The Bishop Coadjutor of Central New York rose to a point of 
order. 
Bishop Cole recognized 


Bishop Cole asked the Chair if such courtesy had not already 
been extended to Bishop Pike. 


The Chair ruled that the earlier procedures (roll-call and intro- 
ductions) were not determinative. 


The Bishop of Delaware moved to amend the motion, so as to 
extend the courtesy of the floor, with seat and voice, to Bishop 
Swift and Bishop Campbell (Donald James), as well as to Bishop 
Pike. 


Following discussion and debate, the amendment was put. 
Amendment carried 
(84 aye—30 nay) 


The Chair then put the original motion, as amended. 
Motion carried 
(85 aye—31 nay) 


Action on Proposed Amendments to the Constitution 


The Suffragan Bishop of Connecticut (Esquirol), for the Com- 
mittee on the Constitution, moved the adoption, on the part of this 
House, of certain amendments to the Constitution that had been 
proposed by the General Convention of 1964 and that are to be 
acted upon finally by this present General Convention, as follows: 


Article I., Sec. 3, Paragraph 2 Article V., new Sec. 8 
Article I., Sec. 7 Article [X., Paragraphs 6 and 7 
Article II., new Sec. 8 
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Resolutions adopted 


(See Part I1I—“Constitution—Amendments Adopted”— 
indicated Articles ) 

Final Action: Adopted 

Bishop Esquirol informed the House that the Committee on the 
Constitution had also considered the amendment, proposed by the 
General Convention of 1964, which takes the form of a Preamble 
to the Constitution. This proposal, by pre-arrangement, will be 
introduced in the House of Deputies. If and when the House of 
Deputies acts favorably on such Preamble, the Committee recom- 
mended concurrence. 


Ecumenical Observers 


The Bishop of Olympia introduced the following visitors, who 
were Official observers accredited to this General Convention, 
having responded to invitations from Peter Day, the Ecumenical 
Officer of the Executive Council: 

From the Roman Catholic Church: 

The Rev. William Treacy, St. Patrick’s Church, Seattle 
Mr. George Jeannot, Seattle University; 


From the Washington State Council of Churches: 
The Rev. Everett Jensen, Executive Secretary; 


From the Seattle Council of Churches: 
The Rev. Lemuel Petersen, Executive Secretary. 


The House was further informed that from Tuesday, September 
19, through Friday, September 22, there would also be in attend- 
ance from the Roman Catholic Church, representing the Arch- 
diocese of Portland in Oregon, 


The Rev. Edmund Bliven 
The Rev. Albert Bauman, O.S.B. 
Alternate Versions of the Scriptures 


The Committee on Canons (the Bishop of the Dominican Re- 
public reporting) reported on Resolution + 8 of the Report of 
the Standing Liturgical Commission, which proposed an amend- 
ment of Canon 20 to include the authorization of the use of the 
Jerusalem Bible of 1966 for the Lessons at Morning and Evening 
Prayer. 


The Committee found the amendment in proper canonical form, 
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but did not move consideration of the Resolution, inasmuch as the 
matter was under consideration also by the Committee on the 
Prayer Book, which had yet to report. 


A similar amendment, Bishop Kellogg announced, was proposed 
as part of a Memorial from the Diocese of South Florida, whose 
Memorial also contained a proposal to authorize the reading of all 
of the biblical passages in the Book of Common Prayer from any of 
the various versions approved in Canon 20. 


A Memorial from the Diocese of Delaware also proposed an 
amendment to Canon 20, so as to include the authorization of these 
versions for the Epistles and Gospels at Holy Communion. 


It was the judgment of the Committee on Canons that the pro- 
posals contained in the two Memorials constitute a revision of the 
Book of Common Prayer, and are a constitutional matter. 


The Committee on Canons requested to be discharged from fur- 
ther consideration of the two Memorials. 
Committee discharged 


Filling of Vacant Cures 


The Bishop of New Hampshire reported for the Committee on 
the Placement of the Clergy, of which he had been Chairman, and 
moved Resolution # 5 of the printed Report of that Committee, 
which proposed an amendment of Canon 46, “Of the Filling of 
Vacant Cures”. 

Resolution adopted 


(See Part III—“Canon 46”) 


Final Action: Died in Committee 
Theological Education 

The Suffragan Bishop of Massachusetts (Burgess), reporting for 
the Committee on Memorials and Petitions, moved the adoption 


of the three Resolutions contained in the Report of the Joint Com- 
mission on Education for Holy Orders, as follows: 


1. Observance of Theological Education Sunday 
Resolution adopted 


(See Part I1I—“Theological Education Sunday”) 


Final Action: Adopted 
2. Appropriation for the Joint Commission 
Resolution adopted 


(See Part I1]—“General Convention Budget” ) 
Final Action: Adopted 
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3. Appropriation in the General Church Program for grants 
for theological education. 


In respect of the last item, it was moved by the Bishop of North 
Carolina, Chairman of the Joint Commission on Education for 
Holy Orders, that the matter be referred to the Joint Committee 
on Program and Budget. 

Motion carried 


Final Action: Included in General Church Program 
Missionary District of Okinawa 


The Bishop of Washington, on behalf of the Committee on Over- 
seas Missions, moved the following Resolution: 


Whereas, Through the leadership of the Bishop of Honolulu and the 
steadfast ministry of Bishop Gilson and many faithful priests and lay- 
men, this Church was privileged to bear responsibility for the renewal 
of Anglican life in the Ryukyu Islands, following the establishment of 
peace in the Pacific after the Second World War; and 


Whereas, In consultation with the authorities of the Nippon Sei Ko 
Kai, the Bishop of Honolulu, and the clergy and members of the Church 
in the Ryukyus, it now seems right to take final steps toward the full 
reunion of the Church in the Ryukyus with the Nippon Sei Ko Kai; 
be it 


Resolved, That the House of Bishops, for the time being, exercising 
jurisdiction in behalf of and in concert with the Nippon Sei Ko Kai, 
hereby establish the Missionary District of Okinawa, to include the 
territory of the Ryukyu Islands; and be it further 


Resolved, That the status of this jurisdiction be reviewed by this House 
after ten years, with the hope that the District’s support of its continuing 
ministry will have developed so as then to make possible its establish- 
ment as a constituent Diocese of the Nippon Sei Ko Kai, able to share 
fully in the mission and life of that Province as a self-supporting Dio- 
cese; and be it further 


Resolved, That by personal liaison between the Bishop and Council of 
the Missionary District and the appropriate bodies of the Nippon Sei Ko 
Kai full and mutual co-operation in planning be established during the 
interim; and be it further 


Resolved, That this House now proceed to the election of a Bishop of 
Okinawa. 


Resolution adopted 


[Communicated, for information only, to the House of Deputies, 
by Message No. 14.] 


The several clergymen and laymen of Okinawa present were 
introduced to the House by the Bishop of Honolulu, they being the 
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Rev. Luke Tervo Kimoto, the Rev. Barnabas Tokuda, Mr. Luke 
Kabira, Mr. Seigi Oyama, and the Ven. Edmond Lee Browning. 


Division of Missionary District of Central America 
The Bishop of Washington moved the following Resolution: 


Whereas, Accepted Anglican policy in Latin America calls for a new 
emphasis on small episcopal jurisdictions, organized for the maximum 
freedom of the Bishop, who is to be the spearhead of mission in his 
bishopric; and 


Whereas, The Bishop of Central America and his clergy unitedly agree 
that, in accordance with this policy and the existing situation in the five 
Republics now included in the District, the time has come to establish 
a Missionary District in each Republic; and 


Whereas, In the judgment of the same Bishop and his colleagues, it 
would be appropriate to elect a Bishop for Guatemala, to whom re- 
sponsibility for El Salvador should be assigned temporarily; be it 
therefore 


Resolved, That the present Missionary District of Central America be 
now divided, and it is so divided, into five Missionary Districts, each 
co-terminous with one of the five Republics now included in the District 
of Central America; and be it further 


Resolved, That a Bishop be elected for the Missionary District of 
Guatemala, with additional responsibility for El Salvador, for the time 
being; and be it further 


Resolved, That the present Bishop of Central America be denominated 
Bishop of Costa Rica and assigned responsibility also, for the time being, 
for the Missionary Districts of Nicaragua and Honduras. 

Resolution adopted 


[Communicated, for information only, to the House of Deputies by 
Message No. 13.] 


Healing 


The Report of the Joint Commission on Healing was presented 
by its Chairman, the Bishop of West Virginia. 


Bishop Campbell moved the three Resolutions contained in the 
Report, as follows: 


1. Receive the recommendations. 
Resolution adopted 


(See Part If1I—‘‘Healing Recommendations” ) 
Final Action: Adopted 


2. Establish Joint Commission on Religion and Health. 
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3. Appropriation for Joint Commission. 
Resolutions adopted 


(See Part I1J—‘“Religion and Health”) 


Final Action: Adopted 
Adjournment 
The House adjourned at 3:50 p.m. 





SECOND DAY 


TUESDAY, SEPTEMBER 19, 1967 
The House convened at 9:10 a.m., with the Presiding Bishop in 
the chair. 


The Suffragan Bishop of West Missouri read a Lesson from the 
Holy Scriptures. 


The Presiding Bishop conducted the devotions of the House. 


Register of Official Acts 


The Presiding Bishop submitted, by title, the Register of the 
Official Acts of the Presiding Bishop from October 15, 1964, to 
July 26, 1967. 


By reference they are made a part of these Minutes. 
(See Part IV—Appendix 30) 
Minutes 
The Secretary read a summary of the Minutes of the First Day. 
Minutes approved 
Roll-Call 


Two more Bishops responded to roll-call—the Bishops of Ar- 
kansas and Nevada—bringing the total in attendance to 154. 


Special Meeting, 1968 


The Presiding Bishop informed the House of conversations 
he had had with the Primate of The Anglican Church of Canada 
regarding the suggestion that the Special Meeting of the House of 
Bishops, scheduled to be held in Augusta, Georgia, from October 
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20 to 24, 1968, might be a joint meeting with the Canadian House of 
Bishops. 


The Bishop of Delaware moved that a Committee of this House 
be appointed, to meet with a similar Committee of the Canadian 
House of Bishops, to plan such a joint meeting of the two Houses. 

Motion carried 


The Chair appointed the following, on behalf of this House: 
The Bishop of Delaware 
The Vice-President of the Executive Council 
The Bishop of Connecticut 
The Bishop of Georgia 
Registrar 


The Chairman of the Committee on Dispatch of Business in- 
formed the House that, by the election of a Bishop as Secretary of 
this House, the traditional association of the offices of Secretary of 
the House of Bishops and Registrar of the General Convention was 
no longer possible: the Canons prescribe that the Registrar shall be 
a Presbyter. 


Bishop Mosley proposed that the House, pursuant to the Canons, 
proceed to nominate to the House of Deputies a Presbyter to be 
elected Registrar of the General Convention, and moved a Resolu- 
tion to that effect. 

Resolution adopted 
(See Part I[I—“Registrar”’) 


Final Action: Election confirmed 
Order of Business 


The Bishop of Delaware, for the Committee on Dispatch of 
Business, moved an order of business, as follows: 


. Resolutions proposed by the Standing Liturgical Commission. 

. Resolutions proposed by the Committee on Placement of the Clergy. 
. Report of the Committee on Counsel to the Clergy. 

. Report of the Committee on the Brotherhood of St. Andrew. 


. Report on Forward Movement Publications. 


Nn uA fk WY ND & 


. Address by the Anglican Executive Officer. 
Order adopted 


. 
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Messages from the House of Deputies 
The Secretary reported the receipt of Messages from the House 
of Deputies, as follows: ; 


Message No. 2—Scheduling three Joint Sessions. 
The House concurred 


(See Page 298) 
Message No. 3—Concur with House of Bishops Message 
No. 2. 
(See Part II1I—“Liturgy of the Lord’s Supper— 
Single Trial Use’’) 


Message No. 4—Preamble to the Constitution. 
The House concurred 


(See Part I1I—“Constitution—Amendments Adopted— 
Preamble”) 


Message No. 5—Joint Committee on the Presiding Bishop’s 
Address. 
The House concurred 


(See Part I1I—“Presiding Bishop’s Address”’) 


Message No. 6—Greetings to the Philippine Independent 
Church. 
The House concurred 


(See Part I1]—“Philippine Independent Church’’) 


Message No. 7—Joint Rules. 
Referred to Rules of Order 
Final Action: Adopted 


Message No. 8—Discarding of old records. 
The House concurred 


(See Part I1]—“Treasurer’s Records” ) 
Message No. 9—Amend Canon 5, Sec. 1. 
Message No. 10—-Amend Canon 5, Sec. 2. 
Message No. 11—Amend Canon 5, Sec 3(a) and (b). 


Referred to Canons 


(See Part I1J—Canons as indicated) 
Final Action: Adopted 


Message No. 12—-Amend Article I., Sec. 4. 
Referred to Constitution 
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(See Part I1I—“Constitution—Amendments Proposed— 
Art I., Sec. 4”) 


Final Action: Adopted 
Liturgical Commission Proposals 


The Bishop Coadjutor of Louisiana, for the Committee on the 
Prayer Book, reported the favorable recommendation of the Com- 
mittee in respect of the Resolutions proposed by the Standing 
Liturgical Commission, which had been referred to that Committee. 


He moved the following Resolutions: 
Resolution # 1—Prayer Book Revision—Plan. 
Resolution # 2—Prayer Book Revision—lInstrument. 


Resolution # 3—Liturgical Commission— 
Temporary enlargement. 


Resolution # 4—Prayer Book Revision—Consultants. 


Resolution #4 5—Prayer Book Revision—Co-ordinator. 
Resolutions adopted 


(See Part I1I—Under foregoing headings) 


Final Action: Adopted 
Resolution # 6—Budget for Prayer Book Revision. 
Referred to Program & Budget 
Final Action: Included in General Church Program 
Resolution + 7—Liturgy of the Lord’s Supper—Trial Use. 
Placed on Calendar 
Final Action: Adopted 


Resolution #4 8—Authorization of use of Jerusalem Bible. 
Resolution adopted 


(See Part I1I—“Canon 20”) 


Final Action: Adopted 


Resolution # 9—Alternate Versions of Bible at Holy Com- 
munion. 
Resolution adopted 


(See Part I1I—“Epistles and Gospels’) 
Final Action: Adopted 


Resolution # 10—Lesser Feasts and Fasts—Extension of 
Trial Use. 
Resolution adopted 
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(See Part III—“Lesser Feasts and Fasts” ) 
Final Action: Adopted . 
Resolution # 11—Translation of Trial-Use Rites. 
Resolution adopted 


(See Part I1J]——“Trial-Use Rites—Translation”’ ) 
Final Action: Adopted 
Resolution # 12—Amend Canon 21, “Standard Book of 
Common Prayer”. 
Resolution adopted 


(See Part I1I—“Canon 21’’) 
Final Action: Adopted 
Resolution # 13—Reports on Trial Use. 
Resolution adopted 


(See Part III—“‘Trial Use—Reports from the Church”) 


Final Action: Adopted 


Resolution # 14 (a)—Prayer Book in Simple English. 
Resolution adopted 


(See Part H1I—‘“Prayer Book in Simple English’) 


Final Action: Adopted 


Resolution # 14 (b)—Appropriation for Prayer Book in 
Simple English. 


Resolution + 15—Appropriation for Standing Liturgical 
Commission. 


Referred to Expenses 
Final Action: Included in General Convention Budget 


Counsel to the Clergy 


The Bishop of North Carolina presented a Report for the Com- 
mittee on Counsel to the Clergy, and moved the following: 


Resolved, That this House ask the Presiding Bishop to continue the 
Committee of the House of Bishops on Counsel to the Clergy; and be 
it further 


Resolved, That the House hereby ask the Joint Commission on Ex- 
penses of the General Convention that provision for the work of the 
said Committee of the House, in the amount of $23,000.00 for the next 
three years, be included in the budget. 


Resolution adopted 


Final Action: Included in General Convention Budget 


The Bishop of North Carolina also moved the following: 


1967] HOUSE OF BISHOPS Si. 


Whereas, Problems of mental health among members of the clergy 
are today far more readily discerned and are far more susceptible of 
treatment than has been so in the past; and 


Whereas, Many Diocesans find themselves without resources to be, 
in these instances, pastors to the priests and pastors for whom they have 
responsibility, and to their families; and 


Whereas, The House of Bishops has for many years had an active 
committee on research and aid in these matters; be it 


Resolved, That the Presiding Bishop be asked to establish an office 
and to appoint an officer, directly responsible to him alone, to be Execu- 
tive Secretary of the House of Bishops’ Committee on Counsel to the 
Clergy, to serve as an aide to him and other Bishops in counsel to 
members of the clergy, and to have such other duties as the Presiding 
Bishop may prescribe; and be it further 


Resolved, That the Joint Committee on Program and Budget be 
asked to provide for the establishment of an office of Executive Secretary 
of the House of Bishops’ Committee on Counsel to the Clergy, and for 
a stipend for him; this provision to be for not more than two years of 
the coming triennium; and said provision to amount to no more than 
$20,000.00 in 1969 and $30,000.00 in 1970. 


Resolution adopted 
Final Action: Included in General Church Program 


Anglican Executive Officer 


The Presiding Bishop introduced the Anglican Executive Officer, 
the Rt. Rev. Ralph Dean, who addressed the House on the chal- 
lenges facing the Church today. 


Forward Movement 


The Presiding Bishop introduced to the House Bishop Hobson, 
the original head of the Forward Movement in 1934. 


Bishop Hobson, in turn, introduced the Rev. Dr. James W. 
Kennedy, the first Director and the fourth Editor of Forward 
Movement Publications. The Rev. Dr. Kennedy spoke briefly to 
the House on the work of the Forward Movement. 


Bishop Hobson then moved a Resolution to continue Forward 
Movement Publications. 
Resolution adopted 


(See Part I1J—‘‘Forward Movement Publications” ) 
Final Action: Adopted 


The one-millionth copy of the “Miniature Books” series, entitled, 
With Love to the Church, encased in plastic, was presented to 
the Presiding Bishop. 
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Brotherhood of St. Andrew 


Mr. Fred Gore, President of the Brotherhood of St. Andrew, was 
introduced. ; 


Mr. Gore addressed the House. 


The Suffragan Bishop of Oklahoma, Chaplain of the Brother- 
hood, also addressed the House briefly on the work of the society. 


Committee on Canons 


The Bishop of the Dominican Republic, for the Committee on 
Canons, asked that the Committee be discharged from further con- 
sideration of the following: 


1. A series of Memorials which propose that “at all Sacraments, 
Rites, and Offices, both public and private” the use of all ver- 
sions of the Holy Scriptures authorized, pursuant to Canon 20, 
for use for the Lessons at Morning and Evening Prayer, be 
authorized;—because the proposals involve a revision of the 
Book of Common Prayer, a constitutional matter. 

Committee discharged 


2. A Memorial from the Diocese of Pittsburgh, calling for the 
deletion of the mention of the Thirty-Nine Articles in Article 
X. of the Constitution and in Canon 21, this Memorial having 
been also referred to the Committees on the Constitution and on 
the Prayer Book. 

Committee discharged 


3. A Memorial from Province IV, proposing an amendment of 
Canon 44, Sec. 5 (d). 


It was moved by the Bishop Coadjutor of Alabama that this 
Memorial be re-committed. 
Matter re-committed 


Bishop Kellogg then moved the adoption of a Resolution to 
amend Canon 4, Sec. 9, so as to provide that certain persons, not 
communicants of this Church, might be appointed Missionaries. 

Resolution adopted 


(See Part I1I—“Canon 4, Sec. 9”) 


Final Action: Amended and Adopted 
Bishop Kellogg moved the adoption of an amendment to Canon 
16, Sec. 5 (a). 


The House requested that the proposed amendment be dupli- 
cated and distributed before action is taken. 
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Nomination for Courts 


The Chair requested permission to appoint a Committee to 
Nominate Members of the Courts for the Trial and the Review of 
a Trial of a Bishop. 

Permission granted 


The Chair appointed the following Committee: 
The Bishop of Pittsburgh, Convener 
The Bishop of West Texas 
The Bishop of Western New York 
General Theological Seminary Trustees 


The Suffragan Bishop of Washington, on behalf of the Committee 
on the General Theological Seminary, nominated a slate of epis- 
copal Trustees of the Seminary, who were duly elected, subject to 
the confirmation of the House of Deputies. 


(See Part I1I—“‘General Theological Seminary Trustees”) 


Final Action: Confirmed 
Regrets for Absence 


The Secretary reported the receipt of messages of greetings and 
regrets for absence from the following members of the House: 


The Bishop of Central New York Bishop McKinstry 
The Bishop of Western North Carolina Bishop Blaakingship 


Bishop Juhan Bishop Craighill 
Bishop Sturtevant Bishop Powell (N.C.) 
Bishop Goodwin Bishop Mason (W.R.) 
Bishop Bentley Bishop Hart 

Bishop Gribbin Bishop Sawyer 

Bishop Lawrence (W.A.) Bishop Stark (Dudley) 
Bishop Roberts Bishop Lichtenberger 
Bishop Peabody Bishop McNeil 

Bishop Kirchhoffer Bishop Gilson 


Noon-day Prayers 
Bishop Gooden (R.B.) led the House in noon-day Prayers. 
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Bishop for the Armed Forces 


The Bishop of Western Michigan, for the, Advisory Committee 
to the Bishop for the Armed Forces, proposed amendments to the 
Constitution and to the Canons designed to define the role, status, 
and relationships of the Bishop for the Armed Forces. 

Referred to Constitution/Canons 


Recess 
The House recessed at 12:00 noon 


The House re-convened at 2:05 p.m. 


Presiding Officer, Triennial 
The Bishop Coadjutor of Central New York moved that the 
House invite the Presiding Officer of the Triennial Meeting of the 
Women of the Church, Mrs. Seaton G. Bailey of Atlanta, to visit 
and address the House. 
Motion carried 


The Chair appointed the Bishop of Central New York and the 
Bishop of Missouri to convey the invitation to the Triennial Meet- 
ing. 

Bishop Cole and Bishop Cadigan escorted Mrs. Bailey to the 
rostrum, where she was welcomed, on behalf of the House of 
Bishops, by the Presiding Bishop. 

Mrs. Bailey addressed the House. 

Council for Renewal 

The Bishop of Massachusetts reported for the Committee that 

was appointed, pursuant to a Resolution adopted by the House of 


Bishops at its Special Meeting of 1966, to develop a Council of 
this Church for Renewal. 


He moved a Resolution to create a Joint Commission to carry to 
conclusion the plans begun by the ad hoc Committee. 
Resolution adopted 


(See Part I1]—‘“Renewal—Joint Commission” ) 
Final Action: Adopted 


Amended Order of Business 


The Bishop of Delaware moved that the adopted order of busi- 
ness be amended so as to receive first the report of the Standing 
Committee on Ecumenical Relations and then the report from the 
Joint Commission on Ecumenical Relations. 


Motion carried 
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Ecumenical Relations 


The Bishop of Milwaukee, for the Committee on Ecumenical 
Relations, moved a series of Resolutions, proposed by the Joint 
Commission on Ecumenical Relations, as follows: 


1. Enactment of a Canon establishing a Standing Joint Commis- 
sion on Ecumenical Relations. 
Referred to Canons 


(See Part I1I—“Canons—Proposed Canon 2”) 
Final Action: Not Adopted 
2. Appropriation for expenses of Joint Commission. 
Resolution adopted 


(See Part I1I—“General Convention Budget” ) 
Final Action: Amended and Adopted 
3. Ecumenical Study and Prayer. 
Resolution adopted 


Final Action: Amended and Adopted 


4. Roman Catholic Relations. 
Resolution adopted 


Final Action: Adopted 


5. Christian Unity Goal. 


Resolution adopted 
Final Action: Adopted 


(See Part I1]—Under foregoing headings) 


The Bishop of Long Island, also reporting for the Committee on 
Ecumenical Relations, asked that the said Committee be discharged 
from further consideration of 17 Memorials and Petitions on the 
subject of Church Union, the substance of them being compre- 
hended in Resolution # 3 of the Joint Commission on Ecumenical 
Relations. 

Committee discharged 


Bishop Sherman then moved the adoption of Resolution # 3, 
which would commend the document entitled, “Principles of 
Church Union’, to this Church, for study at all levels. 


After discussion, the Bishop of New Mexico and Southwest 
Texas moved that the Convention be asked “to recognize’, rather 
than “to commend”, the “Principles”. 


The Bishop of Southern Ohio moved that the Resolution be put 
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on the Calendar and made a special order of business on Wednesday 
morning. 
Motion carried 


The Bishop of Virginia, Chairman of the Joint Commission on 
Ecumenical Relations, addressed the House on the work of the 
Joint Commission during the past three years. 


Order of Business 


The Bishop of Delaware moved the following order of business 
for Wednesday: 


. Address by Dr. Nathan Pusey on Theological Education. 

. Conclude the report of the Committee on Ecumenical Relations 
. Report on Communion Discipline. 

. Report of the Committee on the Prayer Book. 


. Report of the Committee on Memorials and Petitions. 


Nn nA Fk W N 


. Special report on Clergy Placement. 
Motion carried 


Announcements 


The Chair announced that the election of Missionary Bishops 
would take place at St. Paul’s Church, on Tuesday, September 26, 
at 7:30 a.m. 


The Chair announced that the Archbishop of Canterbury would 
address the House, in executive session, on Friday, September 22. 


The Secretary made a number of announcements. 


Adjournment 
The House adjourned at 4:40 p.m. 





THIRD DAY 


WEDNESDAY, SEPTEMBER 20, 1967 


The House convened at 9:15 a.m., with the Presiding Bishop in 
the chair. 


The Bishop of Spokane read a Lesson from the Holy Scriptures. 
The Presiding Bishop conducted the devotions of the House. 
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Minutes 


The Secretary read the Minutes of the Second Day. 
Minutes approved 


Greetings Received 


The Chair read a message of greeting to this Convention from the 
General Synod of The Anglican Church of Canada, recently in 
session in Ottawa, Ontario. 


The Bishop of Delaware moved that the greetings be acknowl- 
edged. 
Motion carried 


The Chair read a communication from the Primate of the Greek 
Orthodox Archdiocese of North and South America, the Most Rev. 
Iakovos, conveying fraternal greetings to the General Convention. 


The Bishop of Delaware moved that the communication be 
acknowledged. 
Motion carried 


Wyoming, New Diocese 


The Bishop of Delaware moved that this House concur with the 
House of Deputies in adopting the Resolution contained in its Mes- 
sage No. 17, erecting the Missionary District of Wyoming to the 
status of a Diocese. 

The House concurred 


(See Part III—“Wyoming, New Diocese”) 
The House stood to do honor to the Bishop of Wyoming. 
Bishop Hunter acknowledged his appreciation in a brief address. 


Bishop Coadjutor of Arkansas 


The House received Message No. 32 from the House of Deputies, 
in which consent was given to the election of the Very Rev. Chris- 
toph Keller, Jr., to be Bishop Coadjutor of Arkansas. 


The Bishop of Delaware moved that the House of Bishops give 
its consent to the said election. 
The House consented 


(See Part III—‘‘Bishops—Consent to Election—Keller”’ ) 


The Bishop of Arkansas requested permission to present the 
Bishop-Coadjutor-elect to the House. 
Permission granted 
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Suffragan Bishop of Northern California 


The House received message No 32 A from the House of Depu- 
ties, in which consent was given to the election of the Rev. Edward 
McNair to be Suffragan Bishop of Northern California. 


The Bishop of Delaware moved that the House of Bishops give 
its consent to the said election. 
The House consented 


(See Part III—‘“Bishops—Consent to Election—McNair’’) 


The Bishop of Northern California asked permission to present 
the Suffragan-Bishop-elect to the House. 
Permission granted 


Resolutions from the Floor 


The Chair invited the introduction of additional Resolutions from 
the floor. The following Resolutions were presented by title and 
referred to the appropriate Committees: 


The Bishop of Western Kansas—Conscientious Objectors— 
Memorials & Petitions 


The Bishop of Erie—International Year for Human Rights— 
Social & International Affairs 


Dr. Pusey 
The Bishop of Delaware called for the Order of the Day, 


Dr. Nathan Pusey addressed the House on the subject of the 
findings of the Presiding Bishop’s Special Committee on Theological 
Education in The Episcopal Church, of which he had been 
Chairman. 


Board for Theological Education 


The Bishop of North Carolina, Chairman of the Joint Commission 
on Education for Holy Orders, moved a Resolution calling on the 
General Convention to accept the Report of the Special Committee, 
to establish a Board for Theological Education, and to make an 
appropriation in the General Church Program for the implemen- 
tation of the Report. 


An amendment was offered by the Bishop of West Virginia and 
adopted. 


The Bishop of West Virginia then moved to postpone further 
consideration of the matter until the Resolution as amended should 
have been printed and distributed. 


Motion carried 
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Self-Supporting Priests and the Pension Fund 


The Suffragan Bishop of Massachusetts (Burgess), reporting for 
the Commitee on Memorials and Petitions, called on the Bishop of 
Newark (a member of the Board of Trustees of The Church Pension 
Fund) to comment on the Memorials from the Diocese of Southern 
Ohio and the Missionary Districts of Idaho and Puerto Rico, regard- 
ing the relationship to the Pension Fund of priests who derive their 
income from predominantly non-ecclesiastical sources. 


The Bishop of Newark moved a Resolution embodying, with 
slight changes, the proposals from the aforementioned jurisdictions. 
Resolution adopted 


(See Part I1JI—‘“‘Worker-Priests and the Pension Fund’’) 
Final Action: Adopted 


Messages from the House of Deputies 


The Secretary reported the receipt of Messages from the House 
of Deputies, as follows: 


Message No. 13—Election of Secretary of Convention. 
The House concurred 
(See Part II1]—“Secretary of the General Convention” ) 


Message No. 14—Uniform Accounting Practices. 
The House concurred 
(See Part I1]I—‘Accounting Form, Standard”) 


Message No. 15—Assistance to Jurisdictions in re 
Viable Diocese Criteria 
The House concurred 
(See Part III—‘“Viable Diocese Criteria’) 


Message No. 18—Concur with House of Bishops Message No. 5. 
(See Part I1I—“Constitution—Amendments Adopted— 
Art, 1., Sec. 3”") 


Message No. 19—Concur with House of Bishops Message No. 6. 
(See Part I1I—‘“‘Constitution—Amendments Adopted— 
Art. I.,.Sec. 7”) 


Message No. 20—Term, Officers of House of Deputies. 
Referred to Canons 
(See Part III—‘‘Canon 1, Sec. 1(b)”) 
Final Action: Not Adopted 
Message No. 21—Expense Allowance for Deputies to be Studied. 
The House concurred 
(See Part III—‘“Expense Allowance for Deputies” ) 
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Message No. 22—Election of Deputies in prior year. 
eds Referred to Canons 


(See Part I1I—‘“Canon 1, Sec. 3”) 


Final Action: Adopted 


Message No. 23—Concur with House of Bishops Message No. 7. 
(See Part II1I—“Constitution—Amendments Adopted— 
Art II., Sec. 8”) 


Message No. 24—Concur with House of Bishops Message No. 11. 
(See Part I[1I—“Theological Sunday Offering’) 


Message No. 25—Concur with House of Bishops Message No. 8. 
(See Part I1J—“Constitution—Amendments Adopted— 
Art. V., Sec. 8’) 


Message No. 26—Concur with House of Bishops Message No. 9. 
(See Part IJ]—Constitution—Amendments Adopted— Art. IX.”’) 


Message No. 27—Representation in Provincial Synods. 
Referred to Canons 


(See Part I1I1—“Canon 8, Sec. 7”) 


Final Action: Adopted 
Message No. 29—Receive Report of the Church Historical So- 
ciety. 


The House concurred 
(See Part I[I—“Historical Society”’) 


Message No. 30—Concur with House of Bishops Message No. 36. 
(See Part I1I—“Registrar”’ ) 


Message No. 31—Non-concur with House of Bishops Message 
No. 4. 
(See Part III—“Vietnam”’) 


Board for Theological Education (continued) 


The House resumed discussion of the proposed Board for The- 
ological Education. 


The Resolution was further refined. 
Resolution adopted 
(See Part I1I—“Board for Theological Education’’) 


Final Action: Amended and Adopted 
Noon-day Prayers 

The Bishop of Alabama led the House in noon-day prayers. 
Consultation on Church Union 


Pursuant to the Order of the Day, the composite Resolution in- 
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troduced on the Second Day by the Bishop of Long Island on the 
subject of the Consultation on Church Union, came again under 
discussion. 


Two Amendments, moved respectively by the Bishops of New 
Mexico and Southwest Texas and Fond du Lac, were defeated. 


The separate parts of the Resolution were put to a vote seriatim. 
Resolution adopted 


(See Part I1I—“Consultation on Church Union”) 
Final Action: Amended and Adopted 


Recess 
The House recessed at 12:30 p.m. 


The House reconvened at 2:05 p.m. 


National Council of Churches 


The Bishop of Milwaukee, for the Committee on Ecumenical 
Relations, yielded to the Bishop of West Texas. 


Bishop Jones reported out of Committee three Memorials con- 
cerning the relationship of this Church to the National Council of 
Churches, which had been received from the Dioceses of Oklahoma 
and Upper South Carolina and from the Vestry of Christ Church, 
Bluefield, West Virginia. 


He moved that, in the light of action taken by previous Conven- 
tions on the subject, the Committee be discharged from further 
consideration of the Memorials. 

Committee discharged 


Communion Discipline 


The Bishop Coadjutor of South Dakota, speaking for the Com- 
mittee on Ecumenical Relations, reported that Memorials comment- 
ing pro and con on the Statement on Communion Discipline issued 
by the Joint Commission on Ecumenical Relations, had been re- 
ceived from the Dioceses of Central New York, Massachusetts, Ne- 
braska, Newark, South Florida, Southwestern Virginia, and Texas. 


Bishop Ogilby moved that the Statement on Communion Disci- 
pline be endorsed by the General Convention. 
Resolution adopted 


(See Part I1I—“Communion Discipline” ) 
Final Action: Amended and Adopted 
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Bishop Ogilby then moved that the Committee on Ecumenical 
Relations be discharged from ‘further consideration of the afore- 
mentioned Memorials. . 

Motion carried 
Committee discharged 


The Chair 


The Presiding Bishop vacated the Chair in favor of the Vice- 
Chairman of the House. 


Greetings to the Pope 


The Bishop of Milwaukee moved that a message of greeting be 
sent to the Pope. 
Resolution adopted 
(See Part I1I—‘Pope Paul VI’) 


Final Action: Adopted 
Greetings to Eugene Carson Blake and the WCC 


The Bishop of Milwaukee moved that a message of greeting be 
sent to the Rev. Eugene Carson Blake, General Secretary, and to 
the World Council of Churches. 

Resolution adopted 


(Part III—‘Blake, Eugene Carson’’) 
Final Action: Adopted 


Committee on the Prayer Book 


The Bishop Coadjutor of Louisiana, on behalf of the Committee 
on the Prayer Book, requested that the Committee be relieved of 
responsibility for further consideration of the following Memorials 
that had been referred to it: 


1. Upper South Carolina—Participation of Ministers of other 
Churches in the rites of this Church. 
Referred to Canons 
2. Massachusetts—Prayer Book Revision—because the matter 
had been provided for in the Report of the Standing 
Liturgical Commission. 
Committee discharged 
3. Southern Virginia—Prayer Book Revision; for the same 
reason. 
Committee discharged 
4. Maryland—Prayer Book revision; for the same reason. 
Committee discharged 
5. Maryland—Phrase in prayer in Ordering of Deacons. 
Referred to Standing Liturgical Commission 
6. lowa—Fixed date for Easter, 
Referred to Standing Liturgical Commission 
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8. 


10. 
ds 
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iS 


14. 


Pittsburgh—Revision of text of the Nicene Creed. 
Committee discharged 
Western Michigan—Use of alternate versions of Holy Scrip- 
tures in the Eucharist; because the House had already taken 
such action. 
Committee discharged 
Maryland—Authorization of the Jerusalem Bible; because 
the House had already taken such action. 
Committee discharged 
Maryland—Laymen as lectors at the Eucharist. 
Referred to the Standing Liturgical Commission 
Delaware, South Florida, and Southern Ohio—Use of alter- 
nate versions of the Holy Scriptures. Action already taken. 
Committee discharged 
Pittsburgh—Removal of 39 Articles from the formularies of 
the Church. 
Referred to Panel of Consultants, Prayer Book Revision 
Massachusetts—Communion before Confirmation. 
Referred to Joint Commission on Ecumenical 
Relations and to Panel of Consultants for 
Prayer Book Revision 
Board of Managers, Evangelical Education Society—The 
Confirmation Rubric. 
Referred to Joint Commission on Ecumenical 
Relations and to Panel of Consultants for 
Prayer Book Revision 


The Committee on the Prayer Book reported favorably on a 
Memorial from the Diocese of Iowa, and moved a Resolution of 
commendation for the work of the Standing Liturgical Commission. 


Resolution adopted 


(See Part I1I—“Liturgical Commission—Commendation” ) 
Final Action: Adopted 


The Committee reported unfavorably on Memorials from the 
following Dioceses: 


il 


South Florida—Morning Prayer, Baptism, Confirmation, or 
Solemnization of Matrimony, as substitutes for the Ante- 
Communion. 

Memorial not adopted 


. Maryland—Use of alternate versions of the Holy Scriptures, 


specified in Canon 20, for the biblical lections in all Sacra- 
ments, Rites, and Offices of the Prayer Book. 
Memorial not adopted 


. Maryland—Add a rubric to the Book of Common Prayer 


permitting the use of alternate versions of the Holy Scriptures 
in place of the Epistles and Gospels in the Prayer Book. 
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, Memorial not adopted 
4. Virginia—A proposal similar in intent to #2 above. 
Memorial not adopted 


Finally, the Committee on the Prayer Book reported out, without 
recommendation, the Memorial from the Diocese of Harrisburg, 
dealing with the refusal of Federal authorities to permit the admin- 
istration of the Chalice to inmates of Federal correctional insti- 
tutions. 


The Suffragan Bishop of Harrisburg thereupon moved the Reso- 
lution contained in the said Memorial. 
Resolution adopted 


(See Part I1I—‘“Chalice, Administration of, in Federal Prisons” ) 
Final Action: Adopted 


Resolutions from the Floor 
The Chair called for additional Resolutions. 


Resolutions were presented, as follows: 


The Vice-President of the Executive Council—Administration 
of the Good Friday Offering. 
Resolution adopted 
(See Part III—‘‘Good Friday Offering’’) 
Final Action: Adopted 
The Suffragan Bishop of Massachusetts (Burgess)—Practice of 
Apartheid. 
Referred to Social & International Affairs 


Bishop Mitchell—Taxation of Certain Church Property. 
Referred to Social & International Affairs 


Order of Business for Thursday 


The Bishop of Delaware proposed an order of business for the 
Fourth Day, as follows: 


. Report on the World Council of Churches, by Dr. Pusey. 
. Report of the Committee on Memorials and Petitions. 
. Report on the Study of The Church Pension Fund. 
. Report of The Episcopalian. 
. Report of the Suffragan Bishop for the Armed Forces. 
Motion carried 


ABWNR 


Greetings from Bishop Sherrill 


The Secretary read a telegram from the Rt. Rev. Henry Knox 
Sherrill, former Presiding Bishop, extending affectionate greetings 
to the House. 
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Adjournment 
The House adjourned at 3:55 p.m. 


Bon Gece? Poe 
FOURTH DAY 


THURSDAY, SEPTEMBER 21, 1967 


The House convened at 9:20 a.m., the Presiding Bishop in the 
Chair. 


The Suffragan Bishop of North Carolina read a Lesson from the 
Holy Scriptures. 


The Presiding Bishop conducted the devotions of the House. 


Minutes 


The Secretary read a summary of the Minutes of the Third Day. 
Minutes approved 


Order of Business 


The Bishop of Delaware announced the order of business that had 
been adopted on the previous day, as follows: 


1. Report on the World Council of Churches—Dr. Nathan 
Pusey. 

DD Conutine on Memorials and Petitions—Placement of Clergy 

and other matters. 

Church Pension Fund—Consideration of proposed new plan. 

Committee on Social and International Affairs—Abortion- 

Law reform, race, and home-rule for the District of Columbia. 

The Episcopalian—set for 2:00 p.m. 

. Suffragan Bishop for the Armed Forces. 


An RY 


To this list, Bishop Mosley added another item; namely, an ad- 
dress by Mr. David Banks, representing the Student Committee of 
the National Advisory Board on College Work. 


Messages from the House of Deputies 
The House received Messages from the House of Deputies, as 
follows: 


Message No. 33—-Concerning Dioceses withdrawing from Prov- 
inces. 
Referred to Canons 


(See Part IIJ—‘‘Canon 8, Sec. 9’) 
Final Action: Adopted 
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Message No. 34—Treasurer of the General Convention. 
; The House concurred 


Message No. 35—Division of Ecclesiastical Arts. 
Final Action: Not Adopted i be 
Referred to Memorials & Petitions 


(See Part III under those headings) 


Message No. 37—Concur, with Amendments, with House of 
Bishops No. 37. 
The House concurred 
(See Part III—‘‘Forward Movement Publications” ) 


Message No. 38—Concur with House of Bishops No. 24. 
(See Part I[1I—“Prayer Book Revision—Instrument” ) 


Message No. 39—Concur with House of Bishops No. 25. 
(See Part HI—“Liturgical Commission— 
Temporary Enlargement’’) 


Message No. 40—Concur with House of Bishops No. 26. 
(See Part I1I—‘Prayer Book Revision—Consultants” ) 


Message No. 41—Concur with House of Bishops No. 27. 
(See Part III—“Prayer Book Revision—Co-ordinator’”’ ) 


Message No. 42—Concur with House of Bishops No. 28. 
(See Part II1I—‘“‘Canon 20”) 


Message No. 43—-Concur with House of Bishops No. 29. 
(See Part III—“Epistles and Gospels” ) 


Message No. 44—Concur with House of Bishops No. 30. 
(See Part I1]—‘Lesser Feasts and Fasts’’) 


Message No. 45—Concur with House of Bishops No. 31. 
(See Part I1I—“Trial-Use Rites—Translation” ) 


Message No. 46—Concur with House of Bishops No. 33. 
(See Part I1I—“Trial Use—Reports’”’) 


Message No. 47—Concur, with Amendments, with House of 
Bishops No. 34. 
The House concurred 
(See Part III—‘“Prayer Book in Simple English’) 


Message No. 48—College Chaplaincy Program. 
The House concurred 
(See Part III—“College Work—Ecumenical”’ ) 
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Message No. 49—Concur, with Amendments, with House of 
Bishops No. 23. 
The House concurred 
(See Part III—‘“Prayer Book Revision—Plan” ) 


Message No. 50—Erection of New Diocese of Idaho. 
Referred to Admission of New Dioceses 
Final Action: Adopted 
Message No. 51—Criteria for Viable Diocese in U.S. 
The House concurred 


Message No. 52—Standards for Viable Overseas Diocese. 
The House concurred 
(See Part III—“Viable Diocese Criteria’) 


Message No. 54—Moral Issues in Advancing Technology. 
The House concurred 
(See Part III—‘“‘Technology, Medical and Scientific” ) 


Message No. 55—Church-related Agencies and Poverty Program. 
Referred to Social & International 


(See Part II—“Social Services for the Poor’’) 
Final Action: Adopted 


Message No. 56—Concur with House of Bishops No. 15. 
(See Part II1I—‘“Healing Recommendations” ) 


Message No. 57—Non-discrimination in Church Agencies. 

Referred to Social & International 
(See Part III—“Equal Opportunity Policy’) 
Final Action: Adopted 
Message No. 58—Acceptance in principle of Report of Commit- 
tee on Pension Fund. 
The House concurred 
(See Part I1I—“Pension Fund Benefits”) 


Message No. 59—Metropolitan Councils. 
The House concurred 
(See Part III under that heading) 


Deployment of the Clergy 


The Bishop of Chicago reported for the Committee on Memorials 
and Petitions. He stated that the Committee had considered two 
Memorials (from the Dioceses of Massachusetts and Southern Ohio) 
on the subject of the deployment of the clergy, together with the Re- 
port of the Committee on Placement of the Clergy. He proceeded to 
move four of the Resolutions contained in the said Report, as 
follows: 


oa 
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Resolution # 1—Establishing a Joint Commission on Deployment 
of the Clergy. 
, Resolution adopted 
(See Part III—“Clergy Deployment”) 
Final Action: Adopted 
Resolution # 2—Appropriation for Joint Commission. 
Resolution adopted 
(See Part I1]—“General Convention Budget”) 
Final Action: Amended and Adopted 
Resolution # 3—Appropriation to Executive Council for Clergy- 
Information Bureau. 


It was moved that Resolution # 3 be re-committed to the Com- 
mittee. 

Motion defeated 

(39 aye—S7 nay) 


The motion to adopt Resolution # 3 was put. 
Resolution adopted 
(See Part III—“Clergy-Information Depository” ) 
Final Action: Not Adopted 
The Bishop of Chicago then moved that the Committee on Me- 
morials and Petitions be discharged from further consideration of 
the Memorials from Massachusetts and Southern Ohio. 
Motion carried 


Resolution # 4—Statement on Negro Clergy. 
Resolution adopted 
(See Part III—‘“‘Negro Clergymen’’) 

Final Action: Not Adopted 

The Bishop of Chicago called for the recommendation of the 
Committee on Canons in respect of Resolution # 7 of the Report. 
The Bishop of the Dominican Republic moved the adoption of the 
following: 


Resolution # 7—Amend Canon on Dissolution of the Pastoral 
Relationship. 
Resolution adopted 
(See Part II—‘‘Canon 45”) 
Final Action: Died in Committee 
The Bishop of the Dominican Republic moved that Resolution 
+ 6 of the Committee on the Placement of the Clergy, a Memorial 
from Province IV, and an amendment to Canon 63, Sec. 2, proposed 
by the Bishop of West Virginia, be referred to the Joint Commis- 
sion on Deployment of the Clergy for further study. 
Motion carried 
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Changes in Referrals 


The Suffragan Bishop of Massachusetts (Burgess), for the Com- 
mittee on Memorials and Petitions, moved that the Committee be 
relieved of responsibility for two Memorials that had been referred 
to it and that the said Memorials be referred to ad interim Com- 
mittees. 


Motion carried 
The Chair referred the matters, as follows: 


1, A Memorial from Province VI on the merging of seminaries. 
Board for Theological Education 


2. A Memorial from the Diocese of Iowa in respect of the Church 
and Race Fund. 
Program & Budget 


Regional Council for North America 


The Vice-President of the Executive Council submitted, by title, 
a proposal for the establishment of a Regional Council of the Angli- 
can Churches in North America. 
: Referred to Canons 


Dr. Pusey 


The Chair announced that, because of a change in plans, Dr. 
Nathan Pusey, who had been scheduled to address the House on 
the subject of the World Council of Churches, had had to return 
to Cambridge. 


Noon-day Prayers 
The Bishop of West Texas led the House in noon-day prayers. 


Recess 
The House recessed at 12:30 p.m. 


The House re-convened at 2:00 p.m. 


Extension of Widow’s Benefits 


The Bishop of Fond du Lac moved a Resolution, to be sent to 
the Trustees of The Church Pension Fund, as an expression of the 
opinion of this House, as follows: 


Resolved, That the House of Bishops inform the Board of Trustees 
of The Church Pension Fund that, in its opinion, the divorced wife or 
widow of a priest who has been deposed, or who has renounced the 
ministry, is entitled, equally with a wife or widow, not divorced, to a 
benefit commensurate with the number of years she shared the ministry 
with her former husband. 


. 
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The Suffragan Bishop of South Florida (Duncan) moved to 
table the Resolution. 

Motion to table lost 

Resolution adopted 


The Episcopalian 
The Bishop of West Missouri introduced his brother, Mr. Samuel 
Welles, member of the Board of Directors of The Episcopalian, Inc. 


Mr. Welles addressed the House. - 


Announcements from the Chair 


The Presiding Bishop notified the House that he had been in- 

formed that the United Thank Offering of the Women of the Church, 

resented at the Eucharist on Wednesday evening, had reached a 
total of $4,917,772.93. 


The Presiding Bishop also notified the House that the Joint 
Session scheduled for Friday evening, for the purpose of hearing the 
Report of the Joint Commission on Program and Budget, would 
likely be canceled; because the special evening meeting on the sub- 
ject on Tuesday, and the open hearings conducted by the Commit- 
tee, had rendered another Joint Session unnecessary. He reminded 
the House, however, that his announcement was informal only, and 
that formal cancellation could only be effected by a concurrent 
Resolution, 


Anniversaries Noted 


The Chair took note of the 41st Wedding Anniversary of the Di- 
rector of the Home Department and Mrs. Corrigan. 


_ The Chair also informed the House that this day marked the 18th 
birthday of his son John Stephen, who has “received greetings from 
Uncle Sam”, 


The Bishop of West Texas called to the attention of the House 
that the Bishop of Dallas was observing on this day the 21st anni- 
versary, and the Suffragan Bishop of Texas (Bailey) the 3rd an- 
niversary, of their consecrations to the episcopate. 


Social and International Affairs 


The Suffragan Bishop of Washington, reporting for the Committee 
on Social and International Affairs, moved that the Committee be 
discharged from further consideration of certain Memorials, be- 
cause the House had already taken action on the matters with which 
they were concerned, being the following: 
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1. Memorials from Central New York, New York, and Roches- 
ter on Abortion-law reform. 


2. Memorials from California and South Florida on the problems 
of minority-groups. 


3. A Memorial from Iowa on the Church and Race Fund. 


4. A Memorial from South Florida on the placement of Negro 
clergymen. 

Motion carried 

Committee discharged 


Bishop Moore moved that the House concur with Messages from 
the House of Deputies, as follows: 


1. Social Services for the Poor (Message No. 55) 
The House concurred 


2. Equal Opportunity (Message No. 57) 
The House concurred 
(See Part 1J—Under those headings) 


Bishop Moore moved a Resolution on Abortion-law reform, 
which was amended. 
Resolution, as amended, adopted 
(See Part IIJ—“Abortion-law Reform”) 
Final Action: Amended and Adopted 
Bishop Moore then moved a Resolution on Church-related 
Schools. 
Resolution adopted 
(See Part I1I—‘‘Church Schools and Minority Groups’’) 
Final Action: Amended and Adopted 
Finally, Bishop Moore moved a Resolution on home-rule for 
Washington, D.C. 
Resolution adopted 
(See Part I1J—“District of Columbia’’) 
Final Action: Adopted 


Suffragan Bishop for the Armed Forces 


The Suffragan Bishop for the Armed Forces submitted his formal 
Report, which is, by reference, made a part of these Minutes. 
(See Part IV—Appendix 12) 


Bishop Lewis spoke in amplification of the Report. 


The Presiding Bishop spoke appreciatively of the work of the 
Armed Forces staff. 


‘ 
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David Banks 


The Bishop of Kentucky introduced Mr. David Banks, Chairman 
of the Student Committee of the National Advisory Board on College 
Work, whose domicile is in the Diocese of Kentucky. 


Mr. Banks addressed the House on the growing demand of young 
people to have a share in the policy-making and decision-making 
organs of the Church, whose deliberations and actions affect the 
lives of young people. 


Deaconesses 


Bishop Street, for the Committee on Deaconesses, moved that 
the Committee be discharged from consideration of a Memorial 
from the Diocese of Bethlehem on the status of Deaconesses in rela- 
tion to the Orders of the Ministry, because the House had expressed 
its mind on the matter in its Special Meeting of 1965. 

Motion carried 
Committee discharged 


Bishop Street then moved the Resolution proposed by the Na- 
tional Conference of Deaconesses, which would set up a Joint Com- 
mission charged with studying and making recommendations about 
the role of the Deaconess in her ministry. 

Resolution adopted 


(See Part I1I—“Deaconesses—Joint Commission” ) 
Final Action: Not Adopted 


Order of Business for the Fifth Day 


The Bishop of Delaware proposed the following agenda for 
Friday, September 22. 


Nominations for Membership on the Executive Council. 
Report of the Committee on the Pastoral Letter. 
Report of the General Theological Seminary. 
Address by the Archbishop of Canterbury. 
Nominations for Missionary Bishops. 
Report of Overseas Missions Committee. 
Motion carried 


Adjournment 


After announcements by the Secretary, the House adjourned at 
4:30 p.m. 
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FIFTH DAY 
FRIDAY, SEPTEMBER 22, 1967 


The House convened at 9:15 a.m. 


The Bishop Coadjutor of Ohio read a Lesson from the Holy 
Scriptures. 


The Presiding Bishop conducted the devotions of the House. 


Minutes 


The Secretary read a summary of the Minutes of the Fourth Day. 
Minutes approved 


Special Orders 


The Bishop of Delaware moved that Special Orders of Business 
be set for the following matters: 


1. Report of the General Theological Seminary (the Suffragan 
Bishop of Washington and the Very Rev. Samuel J. Wylie) 
—11:30 a.m. 

2. Committee on Overseas Missions. 

3. Nominations for Missionary Bishoprics—in executive session. 

Motion carried 


Nominations for Executive Council 


The Bishop of Arkansas, for the Committee to Nominate Bishops 
for Membership on the Executive Council, placed in nomination the 
following: 


The Bishop of Pennsylvania (for a 3-year term) 
The Bishop of Georgia 

The Bishop of Liberia 

The Bishop of Nevada 

The Bishop of Southern Ohio 

The Bishop of Albany 


It was moved and seconded that the slate of nominations be closed. 
Motion carried 


Committee on the Pastoral Letter 


The Chairman of the Committee on the Pastoral Letter, the 
Bishop of Michigan, announced that the Committee proposed, sub- 
ject to the approval of the House, that no Pastoral Letter be put forth 
by the House at this session; but, in lieu thereof, that Position Papers 


be issued. 
The House approved 
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Bishop Emrich then announced that the Committee was prepared 
to submit two Position Papers: “Church and Youth” and “Civil 
Disorders’’. He stated that additional Position Papers, on theological 
freedom and on Church discipline, would be ready for submission 
on the Seventh Day, Monday, September 26. 


The Bishop of California moved that the Committee on the Pas- 
toral Letter be prepared to draft a Position Paper on Vietnam, if a 
Resolution unacceptable to this House be passed by the House of 


Deputies. 
Motion carried 


The Bishop of Pennsylvania read the Position Paper entitled, 
“Church and Youth”, 


The Paper was discussed, and several suggestions, of an editorial 
nature and not touching substance, were made and noted. 


The Bishop of Michigan moved that the Position Paper, “Church 
and Youth”, with editorial changes as suggested by the House, be 


adopted. 
Motion carried 


(See Page v.) 


The Bishop of Michigan then read the Position Paper entitled, 
“Civil Disorders”. 


After much discussion, the Bishop of Costa Rica moved, in 
amendment, that reference to “other minority groups” be stricken, 
so that reference be made only to Negroes. 

Motion carried 


After further discussion, the Paper was re-committed for drafting. 


Resolutions from the Floor 


The Chair called for the presentation of Resolutions from the 
floor. Resolutions were submitted by title and referred to appro- 
priate committees, as follows: 


The Bishop of Erie—“‘An Appeal to Support Vietnam Christian 


Service’. 
Memorials & Petitions 


The Bishop of Southwestern Virginia—Amend Canon 65. 
Canons/Prayer Book 


General Theological Seminary 
The Suffragan Bishop of Washington, on behalf of the Committee 
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on the General Theological Seminary, introduced the Very Rev. 
Samuel J. Wylie, the new Dean of the Seminary. 


Dean Wylie addressed the House on the work of the school and 
submitted by title his triennial Report. 
(See Part IV—Appendix 17) 


Messages from the House of Deputies 

The Secretary read Messages from the House of Deputies, as 
follows: 

Message No. 60—Frequency of meetings of General Convention. 


. Referred to Constitution 
Final Action: Adopted 


Message No. 61—Amend Joint Rule 10(a). 
Referred to Rules of Order 
Final Action: Adopted 


Message No. 62—Amend Joint Rule 11. 
Referred to Rules of Order 
Final Action: Adopted 
Message No. 63—“Appalachia South” and other Underdeveloped 


Areas. 
The House concurred 


(See Part I1I—“Rural Kegional Councils’) 


Message No. 64—Concur with House of Bishops No. 61. 
(See Part III—“Blake, Eugene Carson”) 


Message No. 65—Concur with House of Bishops No. 59. 
(See Part I1I—‘“Pope Paul VI’’) 


Message No. 66—Concur with House of Bishops No. 58. 
(See Part I1I—“Liturgical Commission—Commendation” ) 


Message No. 67—Concur with House of Bishops No. 32. 
(See Part III—“Canon 21”) 


Message No. 68—“The Episcopalian, Inc.”—Confirm interim 


elections. 
The House concurred 


Message No. 69—“The Episcopalian, Inc.”—Confirm Members 


and Directors. 
The House concurred 


(See Part III—‘“Episcopalian—Members and Directors”) 
Message No. 70—Every-Family Plan. 
The House concurred 
(See Part III—“Episcopalian Magazine—Every-Family Plan”) 
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Message No. 74—Canceling Joint Session, this day. 
The House concurred 
(See Page 298 ) 


Amendment—Order of Day 


The Bishop of Delaware moved that the order of business be 
amended to permit of the receiving of a Report from the Committee 


on the Prayer Book. 
Motion carried 


Liturgy of the Lord’s Supper 


The Bishop Coadjutor of Louisiana, for the Committee on the 
Prayer Book, moved a Resolution authorizing trial use, for a period 
of three years, of the Liturgy of the Lord’s Supper. The Committee’s 
recommendation was an amended version of the Resolution pro- 
posed by the Standing Liturgical Commission, in that it specified a 
role for the Ordinary of the jurisdiction in securing “adequate and 
fair trial”. 

Resolution adopted 
(See Part II1I—“Liturgy of the Lord’s Supper—Trial Use”’) 
Final Action: Adopted 
Church Union Daily 


The Bishop of Montana, President of the American Church 
Union, which published a daily newspaper during the General Con- 
vention, called Church Union Daily, rose on a question of personal 
privilege. 

Bishop Sterling expressed regret over an unsigned article that had 
appeared in the issue of the newspaper of this date, which article, 
purporting to be a news-article, partook of the nature of editorial 
comment and imputed unworthy motives to, and hinted at sinister 
pressures on, Church leaders in their formulation of program. 


Roman Catholic Visitors 


The Bishop of Oregon introduced two observers of this Conven- 
tion, accredited by the Archdiocese of Portland in Oregon; namely, 
the Rev. Edmund Blivin, pastor of St. Ann’s Parish, Portland, and 
the Rev. Albert Bauman, O.S.B., editor of St. Joseph’s Magazine. 
Noon-day Prayers 


The Bishop of Haiti led the House in noon-day prayers. 


Communication from the Triennial 


The Chair read a communication from the Triennial Meeting of 
the Women of the Church, informing the House that the Triennial 
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Meeting had allocated, from the United Thank Offering, to the 
Crisis-in-American-Life Program, the sum of $2,265,917.00. The 
communication, further, announced that a new policy had been 
adopted in respect of the United Thank Offering in the coming 
triennium. Instead of accumulating the offerings and banking them 
at interest, they will be allocated annually as received. In the allo- 
cations, first priority will be given to increasing the U.T.O. con- 
tribution to the Crisis Program to the figure of $3 million requested 
by the Presiding Bishop. 
Thirty-Nine Articles 

The Suffragan Bishop of Connecticut (Esquirol), for the Com- 
mittee on the Constitution, reported out of Committee a Memorial 
from the Diocese of Pittsburgh, which proposed that the Articles of 


Religion, and all reference to them, be expunged from the Church’s 
formularies. 


Bishop Esquirol moved that the Memorial be referred, without 
recommendation, to the Standing Liturgical Coinmission, to be con- 
sidered by that Commission in connection with revision of the 
Book of Common Prayer, and that the Committee on the Constitu- 
tion be discharged from further consideration of the matter. 

Motion carried 
Committee discharged 


Resignation of Bishops in Certain Cases 


The Suffragan Bishop of Connecticut (Esquirol) moved that the 
House adopt the Resolution introduced by the Vice-President of the 
Executive Council, which proposed that the Constitution be so 
amended as to include among the Bishops entitled to seat and vote 
in the House those Bishops who resign their jurisdictions for reasons 
of mission-strategy, as determined by competent authority. 

Resolution adopted 
(See Part I1I—‘“Constitution—Amendments Proposed— 
Art. I., Sec. 2”) 
Final Action: Adopted 
Committee on Canons 


The Bishop of the Dominican Republic reported for the Com- 
mittee on Canons. 


He moved that this House concur with the House of Deputies in 
adopting amendments to the Canons proposed in the following 
Messages from that House: 


1. Canon 5, Sec. 1 (Message No. 9). 
The House concurred 
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2. Canon 5, new Sec. 2 (Message No. 10). 
; The House concurred 


3. Canon 5, new Sec. 3 (Message No. 11). 
The House concurred 


4, Canon 1, Sec. 3, new clause (b) (Message No. 22). 
The House concurred 


5. Canon 8, Sec. 7 (Message No. 27). 
‘ The House concurred 
(See Part I1]I—‘“‘Canons”—as indicated) 


The Bishop of the Dominican Republic moved that the House 
adopt two Resolutions proposing the amendment of the Canon “On 
Provinces”. The amendments would include the new Missionary 
District of Okinawa in Province VIII, and the five new Missionary 
Districts in Central America in Province IX. At the same time, the 
Canon would be amended to take cognizance of the new name of 
the Missionary District of Panama and the Canal Zone and the 
removal from among the number of overseas jurisdictions of this 
Church of the former Missionary District of Cuba. 

Resolutions adopted 
(See Part IIJ—“Canon 8, Sec. 1”) 


Final Action: Adopted 


The Bishop of the Dominican Republic moved that the proposed 
amendments to the Canons, relating to the duties and status of the 
Suffragan Bishop for the Armed Forces, that had been introduced 
by the Bishop of Western Michigan, be re-committed to the Ad- 
visory Committee to the Bishop for the Armed Forces for further 
study, particularly in respect of their possible constitutional im- 
plications. 

Motion carried 


The Bishop of the Dominican Republic reported that the Com- 
mittee on Canons recommended favorable action on the Memorial 
from the Diocese of New York concerning an alternate method for 
communicating Pastoral Letters to the people. 


The Bishop of Delaware moved the adoption of the Resolution, 
which would amend Canon 44. 


The Bishop of Massachusetts moved referral to the Committee 
of Nine. 

Motion carried 

(63 aye—42 nay) 


Referred to Committee of Nine 
Final Action: Adopted 
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Recess 


After announcements by the Secretary, the House recessed at 
12:30 p.m. 


The House reconvened at 2:00 p.m. 


Committee on Canons (continued) 


The Bishop of the Dominican Republic resumed his reporting 
for the Committee on Canons. 


He reported out of Committee two Resolutions that had been 
introduced by the Bishop of Western Michigan, proposing Amend- 
ments to Canon 16, “Of Regulations Respecting the Laity’. 


Bishop Bennison asked leave to withdraw the Resolutions, thus 
discharging the Committee from further consideration of them. 
Permission granted 


Bishop Bennison then moved that the Resolutions be referred to 
the Standing Liturgical Commission. 
Motion carried 


The Bishop of the Dominican Republic moved the adoption of 
Resolution # 1 of the Report of the Joint Commission on Ecumeni- 
cal Relations, which proposed the enactment of a new Canon, to 
be known as Canon 8, which would create a Standing Joint Com- 
mission on Ecumenical Relations. 


The Bishop of West Missouri moved, in amendment, that the new 
Canon be numbered Canon 2. 
Amendment carried 
Resolution adopted as amended 
(See Part WI—“Proposed Canon 2”’) 
Final Action: Died in Committee 
The Bishop of the Dominican Republic reported out of Commit- 
tee without recommendation the Memorial of the Diocese of Upper 
South Carolina proposing that Canon 48, “Of Persons Not Ministers 
of this Church Officiating in any Congregation Thereof”, be 
amended to permit of such Ministers, being allowed to assist in the 
rites of Holy Matrimony and the Burial of the Dead. 


The Bishop of Atlanta moved an amendment to the proposed 
amendment; namely, “that the word ‘godly’ be substituted for the 
word ‘Christian’ ”. 

The Bishop of Fond du Lac moved that the matter be re- 


committed for editing, duplication, and distribution. 
Motion carried 
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Archbishop of Canterbury 


The Chair was notified that the Archbishop of Canterbury was 
at the door of the Chamber. The Chair asked the Bishop of Con- 
necticut to escort the Archbishop and his Senior Chaplain (the 
Rev. John Andrew) to the platform. 


The Vice-President of the Executive Council, the former Angli- 
can Executive Officer, introduced the Most Rev. and Rt. Hon. 
Arthur Michael Ramsey, Lord Archbishop of Canterbury, to the 
House. 


Dr. Ramsey addressed the House on the subject, “The Anglican 
Communion and the Ecumenical Movement”. He also spoke in- 
formally about plans for the Lambeth Conference of 1968. 
Executive Session 

The House went into executive session at 3:20 p.m., on motion 
of the Bishop of Honolulu, for the purpose of making nominations 
for Missionary Bishoprics. 

The House rose at 5:30 p.m. 

The House adjourned. 


_—_—_——_____.. 
SIXTH DAY 
SATURDAY, SEPTEMBER 23, 1967 


The House convened at 9:15 a.m., with the Vice-Chairman, the 
Bishop of Ohio, in the chair. 


The Suffragan Bishop of Long Island (Martin) read a Lesson 
from the Holy Scriptures. 


The Presiding Bishop conducted the devotions of the House. 


Minutes 
The Secretary read a summary of the Minutes of the Fifth Day. 
Minutes approved 
Executive Session . 
The Bishop of Delaware, for the Committee on Dispatch of 
Business, moved that the House go into executive session. 
Motion carried 
The House went into executive session. 


The House rose at 11:00 a.m. 
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Actions taken in Executive Session 


The Secretary, at the direction of the House, announced publicly 
the decisions made during the executive session, as follows: 


_ The Bishop of Washington, for the Committee on Overseas Mis- 
sions, had moved the following Resolution: 


Whereas, Sufficient financial resources are not available at this time; 
therefore, be it 

Resolved, That the election of a second Suffragan Bishop for the 
Philippines, a request for which election has been received by the House, 
be deferred. 


Resolution adopted 
The Bishop of Washington had also moved the following: 


Whereas, The great extent of the Pacific Basin requires the expendi- 
ture of much time and effort on the part of the Bishop of Honolulu, 
and involves difficult travel; and 

Whereas, The Hawaiian Islands are experiencing a rapid expansion 
of population; therefore be it 

Resolved, That the House of Bishops approve the election of a Suffra- 
gan Bishop of Honolulu, and that the House proceed to such election at 
the appropriate time. 

Resolution adopted 


A Resolution, introduced by the Bishop of Virginia, on the 
subject of the Joint Preparatory Commission for Anglican/Roman- 
Catholic Consultation, had been referred to the Committee on Ecu- 
menical Relations. 


Nominations were made for Missionary Bishops, as follows: 


For Bishop of Guatemala, 
For Suffragan Bishop of Honolulu, and 
For Bishop of Okinawa 


The House had agreed to suspend the Rules of the House, so that 
its members need not vest at the executive session on Tuesday 
morning, at which time Missionary Bishops will be elected. 


The Bishop of Mississippi had moved the following Resolution: 


Resolved, That the House of Bishops request the Presiding Bishop, 
at his discretion, to assign to an appropriate Committee the matter of 
making proper provision for the strategic placement of Bishops who 
resign their jurisdictions for reasons of mission-strategy, as determined 
by the General Convention or the House of Bishops. , 

Resolution adopted 


Special Order of Business 
The Bishop of Delaware moved a special order of business: 


x. 
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1. Receive nominations for membership on the Board of Trustees 
of The Church Pension Fund. 
2. Elect episcopal members of the Executive Council. 
Motion carried 


Trustees of The Church Pension Fund 


The Bishop of Maryland, for the Joint Committee to Nominate 
Trustees of The Church Pension Fund, reported to the House the 
slate of nominees prepared by the Committee, which would be 
acted on, in the first instance, in the other House. 


The Bishop of Western New York moved that the Report be 
received, 
Motion carried 


Elections for the Executive Council 


The Bishop of Arkansas moved that the House proceed to ballot 
for the election of three episcopal Members of the Executive Coun- 
cil, one for a 3-year term and two for full-time 6-year terms. 


The Suffragan Bishop of Long Island (Martin) and the Bishop 
of Spokane were named as Tellers. 


The Bishops ‘cast their ballots and the following were found to 
have been elected: 


The Bishop of Pennsylvania 3-year term) 
The Bishop of Georgia a 
The Bishop of Southern Ohio} Cyeat teas 


(See Part III—‘“Executive Council Members’’) 
Final Action: Confirmed 


Messages from the House of Deputies 


The Secretary reported the receipt of Messages from the House 
of Deputies, as follows: 


Message No. 71—Clergy-Salary Study. 
The House concurred, with Amendments 
(See Part If1I—“Clergy-Salary Study” ) 


Final Action: Adopted 


Message No. 72—Concur with House of Bishops No. 28. 
(See Part III—“Canon 20”) 


Message No. 73—Lay-Administration of the Chalice. 
Referred to Committee of Conference 


(See Part I1I—‘“Canon 49, Sec. 5”) 
Final Action: Adopted 
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Message No. 75—Adoption of the Statement About Stewardship. 
The House concurred 
(See Part III—“Stewardship—Statement About’’) 


Message No. 76—Adoption of the Partnership Plan. 


Message No. 77—Interpretation of the Partnership Plan. 
Referred to Memorials & Petitions 
(See Part I1]—“Partnership”) 
Final Action: Not Adopted 
Message No. 78—Support for the General Church Program. 
Referred to Memorials & Petitions 
(See Part IJ—“General Church Program—lInterpretation” ) 
Final Action: Adopted 
Message No. 79—Pledges for the General Church Program, 
Referred to Memorials & Petitions 
(See Part II—“General Church Program—Pledges’’) 
Final Action: Adopted 
Message No. 80—Executive Council and the General Church 
Program. 
Referred to Memorials & Petitions 
(See Part I1J—“General Church Program—lInterpretation” ) 
Final Action: Adopted 
Message No. 81—Diocesan Visits by Executive Council Mem- 
bers. 
Referred to Memorials & Petitions 
(See Part III—‘Executive Council Visitations” ) 
Final Action: Adopted 
Message No. 82—Officer for Stewardship-Educatton. 
Referred to Memorials & Petitions 
(See Part II1I—“Stewardship-Education Officer’’) 
Final Action: Adopted 
Message No. 83—Study of human sexuality. 
Referred to Social & International 
(See Part I1J—“Sexuality, Human—Christian Attitudes”) 
Final Action: Amended and Adopted 
Message No. 85—Concur, with Amendments, with House of 
Bishops No. 49. 
The House concurred 
(See Part III—“Theological Education—Board for”) 


Message No. 86—Election of a Presiding Bishop by General Con- 
vention. 
Message No. 87—Interim election of a Presiding Bishop. 
Both referred to Constitution 
(See Part I1J—“Constitution—Amendments Attempted— 


Art. I., Sec. 3”) 
Final Action: Not Adopted 
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Message No. 88—Joint Committees and Commissions. 
Referred to Canons 
(See Part I1I—“Canon 1, Sec. 2”) 


Final Action: Adopted 


Message No. 89—Assessment Ceiling. 
Referred to Canons 


(See Part I1J—‘“‘Canon 1, Sec. 6”) 
Final Action: Adopted 
Message No. 90—Re-alignment of Provinces. 
The House concurred 
(See Part I1J—“Provincial Boundaries’’) 


Message No. 91—Personal Assistants for Presiding Bishop. 
Referred to Canons 


(See Part IIJ—“Canon 2, Sec. 5’’) 


Final Action: Adopted 
Bishop for the Armed Forces 


The Suffragan Bishop of Connecticut (Esquirol), for the Com- 
mittee on the Constitution, reported out of Committee a Memorial 
proposing certain amendments to the Constitution with regard to 
the office and relationships of the Suffragan Bishop for the Armed 
Forces. He reminded the House that Memorials proposing canonical 
changes in the same area had been re-committed to the Advisory 
Committee to the Bishop for the Armed Forces. He moved that the 
proposed amendment to the Constitution be re-committed to the 
same Committee for further study, and that the Committee on the 
Constitution be discharged from further consideration of the matter. 

Motion carried 
Committee discharged 
Clerical Discipline and Related Matters 


The Bishop of the Dominican Republic, for the Committee on 
Canons, presented a series of 14 amendments to the Canons, all 
dealing with matters relating to clerical discipline. 

Resolutions adopted 
(See Part III—“Canons—Proposed Amendment of 


Various Canons”) 
Final Action: Not Adopted 


Noon-day Prayers 
The Secretary led the House in noon-day prayers. 
President-elect of the House of Deputies 
The Presiding Bishop rose to a question of personal privilege. 
Bishop Hines announced that the Very Rev. John B. Coburn, 
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D.D., Dean of the Episcopal Theological School, Cambridge, Mas- 
sachusetts, had been elected President of the House of Deputies, to 
take office at the adjournment of this General Convention, 


Bishop Hines moved that he be granted permission to invite Dean 
Coburn to address this House. 
Motion carried 


At the appointed time, the Bishop of Massachusetts introduced 
Dean Coburn. 


Dean Coburn addressed the House. 


Greetings from Cuba 


The Secretary announced that a message of greeting to the Gen- 
eral Convention had been received from the Episcopal Church of 
Cuba, former overseas Missionary District of this Church, now an 
autonomous Diocese of the Anglican Communion. 


The message was read to the House. 


Conscientious Objection 


The Suffragan Bishop of Massachusetts (Burgess), for the Com- 
mittee on Memorials and Petitions, yielded to the Bishop Coadjutor 
of Ohio, another member of the Committee. 


Bishop Burt reported that the Committee had considered two 
Memorials that had been referred to it, on the subject of conscien- 
tious objection. 


He moved a Resolution on the subject, which was discussed and 
amended. 


On motion of the Chairman of the Committee on Dispatch of 
Business, the matter was placed on the Calendar for further con- 
sideration on Monday, September 25. 

The Chair 
The Presiding Bishop resumed the Chair. 


Announcements 
The Secretary made a number of announcements. 


The Bishop of South Carolina informed the House that the Rt. 
Rev. Albert S. Thomas, retired Bishop of South Carolina, was 
grievously ill. 


Bishop Temple moved that greetings be sent by the Secretary, 
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in the name of the House, to Bishop Thomas, in care of his daugh- 
ter, Mrs. Gerald Surrey. 
Motion carried 


Adjournment 
The House adjourned at 12:40 p.m. 


Ne 


SEVENTH DAY 


Monpbay, SEPTEMBER 25, 1967 


The House convened at 9:10 a.m. 
The Bishop of Easton read a Lesson from the Holy Scriptures. 
The Presiding Bishop conducted the devotions of the House. 


Minutes 


The Secretary read a summary of the Minutes of the Sixth Day. 
Minutes approved 


Order of the Day 
The Bishop of Delaware moved the following order of business: 


1. Reports of Committees until 10:00 a.m. 
2. Resolution on Conscientious Objection (Committee on Me- 
morials and Petitions). 
3. Resolutions on Anglican/Roman-Catholic conversations 
(Joint Commission on Ecumenical Relations). 
4. Report of the Committee on the Pastoral Letter. 
Motion carried 


Messages from the House of Deputies 


The Secretary reported the receipt of Messages from the House 
of Deputies, as follows: 


Message No. 92—Voting Methods in Dioceses. 


The House concurred 
(See Part I11]—Under that heading) 


Message No. 93—Election of Presiding Bishop by.the General 
Convention. 
Referred to Canons 


(See Part I1I—“Canon 2, Sec. 1”) 
Final Action: Not Adopted 
Message No. 94—Term of office of Presiding Bishop. 


Referred to Canons 


(See Part I1I—‘“‘Canon 2, Sec. 2”) 
Final Action: Adopted 
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Message No. 95—Duties of the Presiding Bishop. 
Referred to Canons 


(See Part III—“Canon 2, Sec. 4’) 


Final Action: Adopte 


Joint Rules of Order 


The Suffragan Bishop of Michigan, for the Committee on Rules 
of Order, moved that the House concur with Resolutions of the 
House of Deputies, as follows: 


1. Adopt a revised body of Joint Rules (Message No. 7). 


The House concurred 
(See Part I1I—“Joint Rules”) 


2. Amend Joint Rule 10(a) (Message No. 61). 
The House concurred 
(See Part I1]—“Joint Rule 10(a)”) 


3. Amend Joint Rule 11 (Message No. 62). 
The House concurred 
(See Part I1I—“Joint Rule 11”) 


Committee on Canons 


The Bishop of the Dominican Republic, for the Committee on 
Canons, moved another Resolution on clerical discipline, having to 
do with the remission of sentence of a clergyman who had aban- 
doned the communion of this Church. 

Resolution adopted 
(See Part I1I—‘“‘Canons—Proposed Amendment of 
Various Canons”) 
Final Action: Not Adopted 
Idaho—New Diocese 


The Suffragan Bishop of Dallas (McCrea), for the Committee on 
the Admission of New Dioceses, moved concurrence with the Reso- 
lution contained in Message No. 50 of the House of Deputies. 

The House concurred 
(See Part III—‘“Idaho, New Diocese’) 


Resignations of Bishops 


The Suffragan Bishop of North Carolina, reporting for the Com- 
mittee on the Resignation of Bishops, moved that the resignation 
of the Bishop of Pittsburgh, the Rt. Rev. Austin Pardue, on the 
ground of age, be accepted, effective August 31, 1968, or at an 
earlier date that is mutually acceptable to the said Bishop and the 


Diocese of Pittsburgh. 
Motion carried 


¥ 
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[Communicated, for information only, to the House of Deputies.] 


The Presiding Bishop spoke a commendatory word about Bishop 
Pardue. é 


Taxation of Church Property 


The Bishop Coadjutor of Alabama, on behalf of the Committee 
on Social and International Affairs, moved a Resolution on the 
taxation of certain types of Church property. 


It was moved that the matter be re-committed. 
Motion carried 


Religious Communities 


The Bishop of West Missouri reported that the Committee on 
Religious Communities had met and organized, and that it had 
accomplished the work for which it had been appointed. 


Pastoral Letters and Position Papers 


The Bishop Coadjutor of Alabama reported that the Committee 
of Nine had considered the proposed amendment of Canon 44, 
dealing with Pastoral Letters and Position Papers, and moved that 
it be approved as to substance and referred to the Committee on 
Canons for the refinement of its canonical language. 

Motion carried 
Referred to Canons 


Women in the Church 


Bishop Street moved a Resolution calling for the appointment of 
a Joint Commission to study the role of women in the Church, in- 
cluding the matter of their admission to Holy Orders. 
Resolution adopted 
(See Part II—“Women, Role of, in Church’) 
Final Action: Not Adopted 
Council of Renewal 


The Bishop of Honolulu, for the Committee on Mutual Responsi- 
bility, moved a Resolution, urging the Presiding Bishop to set for- 
ward plans for a Council of Renewal of this Church. 

Resolution adopted 
(See Part I1I—“Renewal, Council of”) 
Final Action: Adopted 
Committee on the Office of Bishop 


For the Committee on the Office of Bishop, the Bishop of West 
Texas reported out of Committee the Memorial of the Diocese of 
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California which asked for a study of procedures in the election 
of Bishops. 


The Committee expressed its opinion that the matter was one to 
be considered and decided at the diocesan level. 


Bishop Jones moved that the Committee be discharged from 
further consideration of the matter. 

Motion carried 

Committee discharged 


Theological Committee 


The Bishop of Michigan reported that the Theological Committee 
requests time at the Special Meeting of the House for theological 
study and the presentation of issues by theological scholars and for 
debate thereon. 


Bishop Emrich moved 


(1). That the Presiding Bishop be requested to provide time for such 
study on the agenda of the Special Meeting, and 


(2). That the House recommend the study of great theological issues 
by Bishops in regional gatherings. ‘ 
Motion carried 


Bishop Emrich proceeded to report out of Committee the Me- 
morial from the Diocese of Southern Ohio on the subject of theo- 
logical freedom and doctrinal inquiry. 


He moved that the Committee be discharged from further con- 
sideration of the Memorial, because the subject-matter thereof had 
been adequately covered in the Report of the Committee on the 
Pastoral Letter on the subject of the paper on Theological Freedom 
and Social Responsibilities. 

Motion carried 
Committee discharged 


The Bishop of Michigan then reported out of Committee the 
Memorial of the Diocese of Maryland regarding the Thirty-Nine 
Articles. 


On behalf of the Committee, Bishop Emrich moved that the Pre- 
siding Bishop be requested to respectfully ask the Archbishop of 
Canterbury to place the matter of the Thirty-Nine Articles on the 
Agenda of the Lambeth Conference of 1968, so that the mind of 
the whole Anglican Communion on the place and use of the Arti- 
cles may be ascertained. 

Motion carried 


Bishop Emrich, finally, moved that the Memorial from Province 


a 
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III on the role of women be referred to the Joint Commission on 

the Role of Women, and that the Theological Committee be dis- 
charged from further consideration of the matter. 

Motion carried 

Committee discharged 


Seminary in Kentucky 


The Bishop of Lexington, on a question of personal privilege, 
addressed the House on the subject of The Episcopal Theological 
Seminary in Kentucky, commending it to his brethren. 


Conscientious Objection 


The Bishop Coadjutor of Ohio re-introduced, on behalf of the 
Committee on Social and International Affairs, the Resolution on 
Conscientious Objection that had been laid on the table on the 
Sixth Day for consideration at this time. 


Bishop Burt explained the import of the Resolution. 


On the motion of the Bishop of Upper South Carolina, the Reso- 
lution was amended. 
Resolution, as amended, adopted 


(See Part I1I—‘“Conscientious Objection” ) 
Final Action: Further Amended and Adopted 


The Bishop Coadjutor of Ohio then read a Resolution on Selec- 
tive Conscientious Objection and stated that the Committee on 
Social and International Affairs reported it out of Committee with- 
out recommendation. 


The Bishop of West Texas moved the Resolution. 


After discussion, division of the question, and several amend- 
ments, the Bishop of Michigan moved that the matter be re- 
committed. 

Motion carried 


Anglican/Roman-Catholic Conversations 
The Bishop of Milwaukee moved the following Resolution: 


Resolved, That the House of Bishops express its gratification at the 
appointment, by joint action of the Archbishop of Canterbury and Pope 
Paul VI, of an Anglican/Roman-Catholic Joint Preparatory Commission 
and at the information which has reached this Church of the results of 
the first two meetings of the Commission, at Gazzada, Italy, in J anuary, 
and at Huntercombe Manor, England, in September; dnd be it further 

Resolved, That the House record its deep interest in, and approval of, 
the following three recommendations of the Joint Preparatory Commis- 
sion (which was concerned particularly with the situation as between 
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Anglicans and Roman Catholics, but which are made without prejudice 
to wider ecumetical relations); namely: 


“1. A principal concern was the possible common use of churches and 
other buildings. We believe that the witness ahd mission of the Church, 
the responsible use of our resources, and conditions in many urban and 
rural areas, make such action imperative. 

“2. In keeping with the Directory on Oecumenism, which recom- 
mends a greater sharing in worship, we stress the urgent need to work 
for common texts in those prayers and formulae which are in use in 
both Churches. We also welcome the increasing co-operation in liturgi- 
cal revision. 

“3. We urge a greater measure of collaboration in education for the 
Sacred Ministry and in faculties and departments of theology in uni- 
versities.” 

Resolution adopted 


Recess 
The House recessed for 15 minutes. 


The House ré-convened with the Vice-Chairman presiding. 


Theological Freedom 


The Vice-President of the Executive Council summarized the 
Report of the Special Committee on Theological Freedom and Social 
Responsibilities; of which he had been Chairman, and which Report 
had been distributed to the House. 

(See Part 1V—Appendix 6) 


Bishop Bayne then moved the following Resolution: 
Resolved, That the House of Bishops 


a) Affirm that the Report of the Advisory Committee on Theological 
Freedom and Social Responsibilities establishes a position which we 
welcome and generally share; 

b), Hope that it will serve to create a new climate of free, responsible, 
thought and action within the Church; 

c) Agree that the Report, when published with its supporting papers, 
should be widely used as a study document, especially within our con- 
gregations and seminaries; 

d) Commend it to the Executive Council and other agencies of the 
Church for their study of the plans and programs needed to implement 
the suggestions of the Committee, especially those on pages 7-9; 

e) Request the President to appoint an ad hoc committee to prepare 
appropriate canonical amendments, in respect of the establishment of 
a Standing Commission on Doctrine, and amendments and additions to 
the disciplinary canons, as suggested by the Committee, for considera- 
tion by the General Convention. 

Resolution adopted 


The Presiding Bishop expressed deep appreciation for the work 


+. 
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accomplished by the Special Advisory Committee, with Bishop 
Bayne as Chairman. 


Subsequently, the Bishop of Newark moved to re-consider the 
action on section (e) above. 
Motion carried 


The Bishop of Newark then presented certain amendments to 
the Canons designed to effect the ends contemplated in the section 


now rescinded. 
Referred to Canons 


Noon-day Prayers 


The Suffragan Bishop of New York (Wetmore) led the House 
in noon-day prayers. 


Recess 


After announcements by the Secretary, the House recessed at 
12:30 p.m. 


The House re-convened at 2:00 p.m. 


Youth and the National Church 


The Bishop of Washington, on a question of personal privilege, 
asked leave to introduce a Resolution requiring concurrent action. 


The Bishop of Delaware moved that leave be granted, noting that 
affirmative action required a two-thirds majority. 
Motion carried 


The Bishop of Washington then moved a Resolution calling for a 
Committee to be appointed by the presiding officers of the two 
Houses to advise them on the involvement of young people in the 
policy-making and decision-making processes of the Church. 

Resolution adopted 
(See Part I1I—“Youth—Involvement of’) 


Final Action: Died in Committee 
Greetings from Japan 


The Chair read a message of greeting to the General Convention 
from the Nippon Seikokai, signed by the Presiding Bishop of that 
Province, a frequent visitor to the General Conventions of this 
Church, the Most Rev. Michael H. Yashiro. 


Position Paper on Civil Disorders 


The Chairman of the Committee on the Pastoral Letter read a 
proposed Position Paper on Civil Disorders. 
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The Bishop of Arkansas moved to amend the Paper by inserting 
the following: 


“While lawlessness and violence are inherently destructive and 
are not to be condoned, such disorders must be seen as judg- 
ment.” 


Motion carried 


The Bishop of North Carolina moved that the Position Paper, 
as amended, be adopted. 
Motion carried 
(See page vii.) 


Committee on Canons 


The Chairman of the Committee on Canons, the Bishop of the 
Dominican Republic, reported and moved the recommendations of 
the Committee in respect of certain Messages from the House of 
Deputies, as follows: 


1. Concur with Message No. 84. 
The House concurred 
(See Part I1JI—Canon 26, Sec. 5(d)”) 


2. Concur with Message No. 88—noting that the Resolution is 
in conflict with the Joint Rules of Order, as previously adopted. 
The House concurred 
(See Part IIJ—“Canon 1, Sec. 2’) 


3. Non-concur with Message No. 93. 
The House did not concur 
(See Part IIJ—‘Canon 2, Sec. 1’’) 


4. Concur with Message No. 94. 
The House concurred 
(See Part III—‘‘Canon 2, Sec. 2”) 


5. Concur with Message No. 95. 
The House concurred 
(See Part III—“Canon 2, Sec. 4”) 


North American Anglican Council 


The Vice-President of the Executive Council moved the adoption 
of a Resolution approving the participation of this Church in a 
Regional Council of North America. 

Resolution adopted 
(See Part III—‘‘North America, Anglican Regional Council of”) 


Final Action: Amended and Adopted 
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Sexuality 


The Suffragan Bishop of Washington, speaking for the Committee 
on Social and International Affairs, moved that the House concur 
with Message No. 83 of the House of Deputies. 


An amendment proposed by the Bishop Coadjutor of Alabama 
was adopted. 
The House concurred, with Amendment 


(See Part I1J—“Human Sexuality’’) 
Final Action: Adopted 


Abortion Laws 


The House received Message No. 150 from the House of Dep- 
uties, concurring, with Amendment, with Message No. 80 of this 
House. The Suffragan Bishop of Washington moved concurrence 
with the amendment. 

The House concurred 
(See Part I1I—‘‘Abortion-Law Reform”’) 


Taxation of Certain Church Property 


The Suffragan Bishop of Washington re-introduced the Resolu- 
tion favoring the taxation of certain types of Church property, which 
had been re-committed for further drafting. 


He moved adoption of the Resolution as now presented. 


Several attempts to amend the Resolution failed. 
Resolution adopted 
(See Part I1I—“Taxation of Certain Church Property”’) 


Final Action: Not Adopted 


The Suffragan Bishop of Washington moved the adoption of a 
Resolution regarding the observance, called for by the General 
Assembly of the United Nations, of the year 1968 as “The Inter- 
national Year for Human Rights”. 


Resolution adopted 
(See Part I1I—“Human Rights’) 


Final Action: Not Adopted 
The Chair 

The Vice-Chairman relinquished the chair. 

The Presiding Bishop resumed the chairmanship of the House. 
Frequency of Meetings of the General Convention 


The Suffragan Bishop of Connecticut (Esquirol), for the Com- 
mittee on the Constitution, moved that the House concur, with 
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Amendments, with the Resolution contained in Message No. 60 of 
the House of Deputies, proposing a constitutional amendment that 
would permit of the General Convention’s meeting more frequently 
than triennially. 

The House concurred, with Amendment 

(See Part II1I—“Constitution—Amendments Proposed— 
Pxttel weCe dy) 

Final Action: Adopted. 
Selective Conscientious Objection 


The Bishop Coadjutor of Ohio, on behalf of the Committee on 
Social and International Affairs, moved a revised text of a Resolu- 
tion on Selective Conscientious Objection. 


_An attempted amendment failed of adoption. 


The question was divided, and the two “Resolved” clauses were 
voted on separately. 
Resolution adopted 
(See Part I1I—‘Conscientious Objection—Selective”’) 
Final Action: Not Adopted 
Messages from the House of Deputies 


The Secretary reported the receipt of Messages from the House 
of Deputies, as follows: 


Message No. 96—Concur with House of Bishops No. 118. 
(See Part III—‘“‘Canon 49”) 


Message No. 97—Concur with House of Bishops No. 102. 
(See Part I1I—“Clergy-Salary Study’’) 


Message No. 98—Concur with House of Bishops No. 98. 
(See Part II—“Liturgy of the Lord’s Supper—Trial Use’’) 


Partnership Plan 


The Suffragan Bishop of Massachusetts (Burgess), for the Com- 
mittee on Memorials and Petitions, yielded to the Bishop of Chicago. 


Bishop Burrill moved that the House concur with the Resolution 
contained in Message No. 76 of the House of Deputies, which would 
commit the Church to the abolishing of the quota-system, as be- 
tween Dioceses and the National Church, beginning in 1968. 


After lengthy discussion, the motion was put. 
The House did not concur 
(48 aye—65 nay) 
(See Part I1]—‘Partnership” ) 


The Bishop of Delaware moved that consideration of Messages 
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77 through 82 of the House of Deputies, all of them related to the 


action just taken, be postponed overnight. 
Motion carried 


Status of Censure of Bishop Pike 

The Suffragan Bishop of New York (Wetmore) rose to a parlia- 
mentary inquiry: Did the action of this House in adopting the Report 
of the Special Committee on Theological Liberty and Social Re- 
sponsibilities erase the censure of Bishop Pike, adopted by the 
House at its 1966 meeting in Wheeling? 


The Chair ruled that it did not. 


Bishop Pike, later in the session, rose to a question of personal 
privilege and read to the House a letter that he had presented to the 
Presiding Bishop earlier, referring to the answer of the Chair to the 
question of the Suffragan Bishop of New York, regarding the status 
of the censure standing against him. Bishop Pike called attention 
to the mandatory character of the provisions of Canon 56, Section 
5, and requested that proceedings against him be initiated forthwith. 


The Bishop of Missouri moved to erase the motion of censure 
passed by the House of Bishops at its Wheeling meeting. 


The Chair announced that such a motion would require a two- 
thirds majority to succeed. 

A motion to adjourn was made. This being a privileged motion, 
it was put to an immediate vote. The voice vote being inconclusive, 
a division was had. 

Motion carried 
(67 aye—47 nay) 


Adjournment 
The House adjourned at 5:40 p.m. 
Aiphone gol see as 
EIGHTH DAY 


TUESDAY, SEPTEMBER 26, 1967 


Pursuant to the Order of the Day, the House of Bishops assembled 
in St. Paul’s Church, Seattle, at 7:30 a.m., for a celebration of the 
Holy Communion. 

The Presiding Bishop was the Celebrant. He was assisted by the 
Vice-Chairman of the House, the Chairman of the Committee on 
Dispatch of Business, and the Secretary. 

Executive Session 
Following the service, the House of Bishops met in executive 
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session at St. Paul’s Church for the purpose of electing Missionary 
Bishops. 
(See Part III—“Missionary Bishops—Election’’) 


The House rose from the executive session. 


Regular Session Convenes 
The House convened at 9:45 a.m. 


The Bishop of Harrisburg read a Lesson from the Holy Scriptures. 
The Presiding Bishop conducted the devotions of the House. 


The Secretary read a summary of the Minutes of the Seventh Day. 
Minutes approved 


The Bishop of Delaware moved that the House proceed according 
to the normal order of business as set out in the Rules of Order 
of the House. 


Motion carried 
Messages from the House of Deputies 


The Secretary presented Messages from the House of Deputies, 
as follows: . 


Message No. 99—Concur, with Amendments, with House of 
Bishops No. 60 and No. 63. 
The House concurred 
(See Part II1J—“Consultation on Church Union’’) 


Message No. 100—Concur, with Amendments, with House of 
Bishops No. 42. 
The House concurred 
(See Part III—“Ecumenical Study and Prayer”) 


Message No. 101—Concur with House of Bishops No. 6. 
(See Part III—‘“‘Good Friday Offering”) 


Message No. 102—Concur, with Amendments, with House of 
Bishops No. 62. 
The House concurred 
(See Part I1J—“Communion Discipline”’) 


Message No. 103—Concur with House of Bishops No. 43. 
(See Part III—‘‘Roman Catholic Relations” ) 


Message No. 104—Election to vacancy on Executive Council— 
Dr. Willie. 
The House concurred 
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(See Part I1I—“Executive Council—Members” ) 


Message No. 105—Concur with House of Bishops No. 130. 
(See Part I1I—‘‘Executive Council—Members” ) 
Message No. 106—Concur with House of Bishops No. 44. 
(See Part I1I—“Christian Unity, Goal of”) 


Presiding Bishop—Election of 


The Suffragan Bishop of Connecticut (Esquirol), for the Com- 
mittee on the Constitution, moved that the House of Bishops concur 
with Messages No. 6 and No. 8 of the House of Deputies, which 
would provide for the election of a Presiding Bishop by the General 
Convention in Joint Executive Session. 

The House did not concur 
(See Part I1I—“Constitution—Amendments Attempted— 
Att. '1., See. 3”) 


Birthday Anniversary 


The Chair took note of the observance on this day by the Bishop 
of Oregon of the anniversary of his birth. 


The House offered congratulations. 


Presentment of a Bishop for Deviant Teaching 


The Bishop of Indianapolis, for the Committee on Canons, pre- 
sented and moved two Resolutions to amend the Canons on the 
subject of the presentment of a Bishop for trial on the grounds of 
“unorthodox” teaching, along the lines proposed by the Special 
Committee on Theological Freedom and Social Responsibilities, and 
to have the amendments, if concurred in by the House of Deputies, 
take effect at once. 

Resolutions adopted . 

Bishop Pike, on a question of personal privilege, informed the 
House that if the House of Deputies were to concur in amending 
the Canons as now proposed by the House of Bishops, he would 
withdraw his demand for a judicial inquiry. 


Later in the day, the House received Messages from the House 
of Deputies concurring in the above action, as follows 


Message No. 122—Concur with House of Bishops No. 150. 
Message No. 123—Concur with House of Bishops No. 151. 
Message No. 124—Concur with House of Bishops No. 152. 
(See Part I1I—“Canon 56, Sec. 2” and “Canon 55, Sec. 23”) 


The Presiding Bishop reported receipt of a communication from 
Bishop Pike, as follows: 
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To the Most Reverend 
The Presiding Bishop 
For the reasons I stated in the House this morning, having received 
word of the concurrence of the House of Deputies in the adoption, to 
go into effect immediately, of the new Section 2 of Canon 56, I now 
withdraw, with the consent of my co-presenters (whose signatures are 
appended below), the demand pursuant to Canon 56, Section 5 (then 
aie 4) which I had no choice but to file in Wheeling on October 25, 
(Signed) James A. Pike 
5th Bishop of California, Resigned 
We consent: 
(Signed) C. Kilmer Myers 
Bishop of California 
(Signed) John P. Craine 
Bishop of Indianapolis 


Partnership 


The Bishop of Chicago, reporting for the Committee on Memorials 
and Petitions, moved the adoption of a Resolution discharging the 
Joint Committee on the Partnership Plan. 


Resolution adopted 
Final Action: Adopted 


Bishop Burrill then moved that the House of Bishops concur in 
adopting the Resolution contained in Message No. 77 from the 
House of Deputies, for the interpretation of the Partnership Plan. 

The House did not concur 


Finally, Bishop Burrill moved that the House reconsider its action 
of non-concurrence with House of Deputies Message No. 76, and 
adopt the Partnership Plan. 

Motion did not carry 


(See Part I1J—“Partnership”’) 


Partnership Principle 


The Bishop of Connecticut moved a Resolution to approve the 


Partnership Principle. 
Resolution adopted 


(See Part II1I—“Partnership” ) 
Final Action: Not Adopted 


Appeal to Support Viet Nam Christian Service 


The Bishop of Northern California, for the Committee on Me- 
morials and Petitions, reported out of Committee, with recommen- 
dation, an “Appeal to Support Viet Nam Christian Service”, as 
follows: 
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This is an appeal to all Church members for sacrificial giving in 
support of Viet Nam Christian Service, which is sponsored by Church 
World Service through the Presiding Bishop’s Fund for World Relief. 

There is an urgency and compulsion about this appeal at this time. 
In this instance, we are urged to give not only because Christian com- 
passion and the exemplary love-response of the Good Samaritan are 
always part of our Christian stewardship; but also because we need to 
remind ourselves of our particular moral responsibility, as Americans 
and Church members, to the war-victims in Viet Nam. There is an 
increasing anguish of the Christian conscience regarding the war in 
Viet Nam. This is a war in which civilian casualties are greater than 
military; in which whole civilian populations are displaced against their 
will; in which the use of napalm and white-phosphorus bombs on the 
countryside have become commonplace; in which we defoliate the crops 
needed for sustenance of the civilian population; in which both sides 
are needlessly inhumane in their treatment of both civilians and pris- 
oners. It is not enough to say that this happens in every war or that the 
enemy is worse than we are in the treatment of civilian non-combatants. 
The disturbing fact is our increasing moral numbness. 

Our response to such a relief-appeal to help war-sufferers is one indi- 
cation of our moral sensitivity as Christians; it also will help develop 
the climate of mutual respect and forbearance ‘necessary for eventual 
successful negotiations to stop the war and bring about genuine recon- 
ciliation and rehabilitation. 

We urge generous and sacrificial support of Viet Nam Christian 
Service. 


The Bishop of Erie moved the adoption of the Appeal. 


The Bishop of Rochester moved that, in the second paragraph, 
the phrase, “in which both sides are needlessly inhumane in their 
treatment of both civilians and prisoners’’, be deleted. 


The Bishop Coadjutor of Alabama moved the following substitute 
amendment; that the sentence beginning, “There is increasing 
anguish, .. .”, in the 2nd paragraph, be deleted, as well as every- 
thing following that sentence, to the end of the paragraph. 


The Bishop of Upper South Carolina moved that action be 
deferred until receipt of the Resolution on the Viet Nam war from 
the House of Deputies. 

Motion carried 


Architecture and Allied Arts 


The Bishop Coadjutor of Ohio moved that this House concur with 
the House of Deputies in adopting the Resolution creating a Division 
of Ecclesiastical Arts, contained in their Message No. 35. 

The House did not concur 
(See Part I1I—“Ecclesiastical Arts Division”) 


Bishop Burt then moved that the House adopt a Resolution con- 
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tinuing the Joint Commission on Church Architecture and the Allied 
Arts, but with no appropriation. 
Resolution adopted 
(See Part I1I—‘“Architecture and Allied Arts”) 

Final Action: Adopted 
Missionary Bishops 

The House of Bishops received Messages from the House of 
Deputies (No. 119, No. 120, and No. 121), giving consent to the 
election of Missionary Bishops, which had taken place earlier on 
this day. 


The Ven. Edmond Lee Browning, Bishop-elect of Okinawa, was 
introduced by the Bishop of Honolulu. 


The Rev, William Carl Frey, Bishop-elect of Guatemala, was 
introduced by the Bishop of Central America. 


The Bishops-elect made brief replies to the Presiding Bishop’s 
words of greeting and congratulation. 


The Rey. Edwin Lani Hanchett, elected Suffragan Bishop of 
Honolulu, was not in attendance at the General Convention. On 
the convening of the House on the Ninth Day, the Presiding Bishop 
announced that word had been received from the Rev. Mr. Han- 
chett that he accepted his election. 


Special Order of Business 


The Bishop of Delaware moved that a Special Order of Business 
be set for 2:30 p.m., to consider Resolutions from the House of 
Deputies arising out of the Report of the Joint Committee on Pro- 


gram and Budget. 
Motion carried 


Overseas Missions 


The Bishop of Mississippi reported that the Committee on Over- 
seas Missions had considered the Memorials from the Diocese of 
Long Island and the Missionary District of Puerto Rico and re- 
quested that the Committee be discharged from further consideration 
of them in view of the fact that the House had already taken action 


in the premises. : : 
Committee discharged 


Trial Use, Various Liturgies 


The Bishop Coadjutor of Louisiana, for the Committee on the 
Prayer Book, recommended that the House not adopt the Resolution 
contained in a Memorial from the Diocese of South Florida, which 
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would authorize the trial use of the experimental eucharistic liturgies 
of several Anglican Provinces. He moved that the Committee be 
discharged from further consideration of the matter. 
Motion carried 
Committee discharged 


Greetings 


The Bishop of Connecticut moved that greetings be sent to the 
Bishop of Louisiana, who had been confined to his hotel by illness. 
Motion carried 


The Suffragan Bishop of Albany moved that greetings be sent to 
the Bishop of Central New York, prevented by illness from attend- 
ing this Convention. 

Motion carried 


The Bishop of South Carolina moved that greetings be sent to the 
Bishop of Western North Carolina, likewise absent by reason of 
illness. 


Motion carried 


Special Convention 


The Bishop of Maryland, Chairman of the Joint Committee on 
the Sites of Future Conventions, moved the following Resolution: 


Whereas, This Convention, in its allotted time, has been unable to 
complete the consideration of all of the matters of importance before 
it (namely, in the realm of tenure, consideration of the Council of 
Renewal, the Office of a Deacon, adequate study of the Report on Theo- 
logical Education, and the place of the Laity); and 

Whereas, It is anticipated that prompt consideration of matters re- 
ferred by the Lambeth Conference of 1968 will be requested of us; 
therefore, be it 

Resolved, That we, the undersigned Bishops, request the Presiding 
Bishop to call a Special Meeting of the General Convention in the Sum- 
mer of 1969 at a place and time to be designated by him. 


The petition was signed by ninety-four Bishops, being more than 
a majority of the House. 


[Communicated, for information only, to the House of Deputies 
by Message No. 169.] 


Noon-day Prayers 


The Bishop of San Joaquin led the House in noon-day prayers. 
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Interim Meetings of the House 


The Presiding Bishop announced that, in view of the convening 
of a Special Convention in 1969, there would be no Interim Meeting 
of the House of Bishops in that year. 


There will be a Special Meeting of the House in 1968, as pre- 
viously ordered. 
Courts 

The Bishop of Pittsburgh, for the Committee on Nominations for 


the Court of Trial and the Court of Review, moved that the follow- 
ing be elected: 


Court for the Trial of a Bishop 


Class of 1973 Class of 1976 
The Bishop Coadjutor of Alabama The Bishop of Kansas 
The Bishop of Western Michigan The Bishop of South Carolina 
The Bishop of Rhode Island The Bishop of Rochester 

Court of Review of the Trial of a Bishop 

Class of 1973 Class of 1976 
The Bishop of Northern Indiana The Bishop Coadjutor of Chicago 
The Bishop of Southwestern Virginia The Bishop of Texas 
The Bishop of New Hampshire The Bishop of Newark 


Nominees elected 
(Communicated, for information only, to the House of Deputies 
by Message No. 168.] 


Lay-Administration of the Chalice 


The Bishop of the Dominican Republic, reporting for the Com- 
mittee on Canons, moved that the House concur in adopting the 
Resolution contained in Message No. 73 of the House of Deputies, 
proposing to authorize Lay-Administration of the Chalice at the 
Holy Communion. 


The Suffragan Bishop of Connecticut (Esquirol), for the Com- 
mittee on the Constitution and the Committee of Conference, re- 
ported that the proposed amendment of the Canons involved no 
violation of the Constitution or the rubrics of the Book of Common 
Prayer. 

The House concurred 
(See Part III—“Canon 49”) 


Resignation of Bishops 


The Bishop of the Dominican Republic, in respect of a matter 
that had been referred to the Committee on Canons by the House 
at its Special Meeting of 1966,—namely, an amendment of Canon 
42, Sec. 8, that would allow a Bishop to resign his jurisdiction simply 
by communicating his desire to the Presiding Bishop, together with 
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the approval of two neighboring Bishops of his Province, and with- 
out the affirmative action of the House of Bishops,—stated that 
the Bishop of Missouri had requested that the matter be withdrawn. 


Bishop Kellogg asked that the Committee on Canons be dis- 
charged from further consideration of the matter. 
Motion carried 
Committee discharged 


Pastoral Letters and Position Papers 


The Bishop of the Dominican Republic moved the adoption of a 
Resolution to amend the canonical provisions about the reading of 
Pastoral Letters. 

Resolution adopted 
(See Part III—‘“‘Canon 44, Sec. 2 (f) and (g)’’) 


Final Action: Adopted 
Letters Dimissory 


The Bishop of the Dominican Republic reported out of Com- 
mittee, without recommendation, a proposed amendment of Canon 
44, in respect of Letters Dimissory, as follows: 


Resolved The House of Deputies concurring, That Canon 44, Section 
5 (d) be, and the same is hereby, amended so that the said paragraph 
(d) would read as follows: 


(d) If a Minister removing into another jurisdiction has been called 
to exercise his ministry therein, he shall present Letters Dimissory in 
the form above given. It shall be the duty of the Ecclesiastical Authority 
of the Diocese or District to which he has removed, to accept them 
within three months, or within twelve months if the Minister has been 
called other than on the nomination of the Bishop; unless the Bishop 
or Standing Committee shall have heard rumors which he, or they, be- 
lieve to be well-founded against the character of the Minister concerned, 
which would form a proper ground of canonical inquiry and present- 
ment, in which case the Ecclesiastical Authority shall communicate the 
same to the Bishop or Standing Committee of the Diocese to whose 
jurisdiction the said Minister belongs; and in such case, it shall not be 
the duty of the Ecclesiastic Authority to accept Letters Dimissory unless 
and until the Minister shall be exculpated from the said charge. 


The Bishop of Connecticut moved that the Resolution be adopted. 
Resolution not adopted 


Crisis in American Life 


The time for the Special Order of Business, the consideration of 
Resolutions relating to the General Church Program having arrived, 
the Bishop of Bethlehem, Chairman of the Joint Committee on Pro- 
gram and Budget, was called to the rostrum. 
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The Suffragan Bishop of New York (Wetmore), on a question 
of the privilege of the House, moved the following Resolution: 


_ Resolved, That this House express sincere appreciation to the Presid- 
ing Bishop for the leadership he has shown in providing the Call to 
Meet the Urban Crisis in American Life; to the Joint Committee on 
Program and Budget for the splendid way in which they have been able 
to respond to the Presiding Bishop’s Call; and to the Triennial Meeting 
of the Women of the Church for its most generous allocation from 
ee Thank Offering Funds in response to the Presiding Bishop’s 
all. 


Resolution adopted 


- The Bishop of Mexico, on a question of privilege, was given the 
oor. 


Bishop Saucedo read to the House a Statement, in response to 
the Presiding Bishop’s Call for Concern and Action in relation to 
Urban Crisis, adopted by the Bishops and Deputies of the jurisdic- 
tions of Province IX, meeting in St. Andrew’s Church, Seattle, on 
September 16, 1967, as follows: 


I. The Synod of Province IX has heard the call of the Presiding 
Bishop for responsible action by The Episcopal Church in response to 
the present crisis in North American society. Though residents and 
citizens of other nations and societies in this hemisphere, we are fellow- 
members of The Episcopal Church; and thus, we are identified with you 
in deep concern for the urban crisis. 

We would fail in our obedience to the mandate of Mutual Responsi- 
bility and Inter-dependence if we did not share this concern with you. 
In response to this concern, we commit ourselves to the task of dis- 
covering how we, as members of our Church, can respond creatively to 
the requirements in mission that the present recognition of the crisis 
places upon us all. 

Similarly, complex problems throughout this hemisphere pose for us 
dangers equal to yours. We look with hopefulness to the leadership 
now being taken by the Church in the United States in dealing with 
these problems. We are grateful that the example of our Church may 
help lead us to a realistic and creative confrontation with our own 
situation. 

II. The courageous revision of your priorities must be matched in 
our overseas jurisdictions by a similar readiness to re-study and re- 
examine our own priorities, and re-design our own response to mission. 

In doing this, we recognize the opportunity we now have for growing 
in our understanding of stewardship. We now shall ask ourselves as 
realistically as possible whether or not we can find within our own life 
the means for doing more. 

III. We pray that all of us together may accept this greater challenge. 
We recognize that what the Executive Council itself can do is small 
compared to the need. It is also small compared to the total action that 
can be taken by individual parishes and Dioceses throughout the United 
States. More than 10,000 clergymen and 3%-million lay members can 
lend their weight to a massive effort if they will. Just as the Executive 


92 JOURNAL OF THE GENERAL CONVENTION [8th Day 


Council budget has been carefully re-examined, so can individual parish 
budgets be re-studied and local priorities re-set. 

We rejoice to be part of our one Church, and we join our fellow- 
members in praying fervently that now and always the Church may be 
the Church. 


General Church Program 


The Bishop of Bethlehem moved that the House concur with the 
Resolutions contained in the series of Messages Nos. 107 to 114 
from the House of Deputies, as follows: 


Message No. 107—Program for the triennium. 
The House concurred, with amendments 


(See Part I1I—‘“‘General Church Program—Resolution #1”) 
Final Action: Adopted 


Message No. 108—Detailed budget for 1968. 
The House concurred 
(See Part I1I—‘“‘General Church Program—Resolution #2’’) 


Message No. 109—Estimated Budget for 1969. 
The House concurred 
(See Part I1I—‘General Church Program—Resolution #3”) 


Message No. 110—Estimated Budget for 1970. 
The House concurred 
(See Part I1J—‘‘General Church Program—Resolution #4’’) 


Message No. 11 1—-Administration of Budgets by the Executive 
Council. 
The House concurred 
(See Part I1I—‘“‘General Church Program—Resolution #5”) 


Message No. 112—Criteria for Grants, Urban Crisis Program. 
The House concurred 
(See Part I1I—“General Church Program—Resolution #6’) 


Message No. 113—Appointment of successor Joint Committee. 
The House concurred 
(See Part I1I—‘General Church Program—Resolution #7”) 


Message No, 114—-Appropriation, Convention Budget. 
The House concurred 
(See Part 11J—‘“General Church Program—Resolution #8”) 


The Presiding Bishop expressed deep appreciation for the tre- 
mendous work accomplished by the Joint Committee on Program 
and Budget. 
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Messages from the House of Deputies 


The Secretary read Messages from the House of Deputies, as 
follows: 


Message No. 115—Flood-Relief in the Southwest. 


The House concurred 
(See Part I11—Under that heading) 


Message No. 116—Concur with House of Bishops No. 133. 
(See Part I1[—“Human Sexuality”) 


Message No. 117—Concur with House of Bishops No. 141. 
(See Part II—“Constitution—Amendments Proposed 
AttalesiSec.7J ~.) 


- Message No. 118—LInvitations for General Conventions of 1970 
and 1973. 
The House concurred 
(See Part I1I—“‘General Convention Sites’’) 


Committee on Memorials and Petitions 


The Bishop of Chicago, for the Committee on Memorials and 
Petitions, moved that the House of Bishops concur with the House 
of Deputies in adopting the Resolutions contained in the following 
Messages: 


Message No. 78—Bishops and Deputies to Interpret Program. 
The House concurred 
(See Part I1I—‘‘General Church Program—Interpretation”’ ) 


Message No. 79—Bishops and Deputies to Secure Pledges. 
The House concurred 
(See Part I11J—“‘General Church Program—Pledges”’ ) 


Message No. 80—Members, Executive Council, to Interpret 
Program. 
The House concurred 
(See Part I1[—‘“General Church Program—Interpretation” ) 


Message No. 81—-Members, Executive Council, to visit Dioceses. 
The House concurred 
(See Part I[I—‘‘Executive Council Visitations’’) 


Message No. 82—Officer for Stewardship-Education. 
The House concurred 
(See Part I1J—‘‘Stewardship-Education Officer’) 
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Aid for American Indians 


The Suffragan Bishop of Minnesota, on a question of privilege, 
voiced his concern that the attention rightly paid to the crisis in 
American cities shall not so engage the Church that it forgets the 
plight of American Indians:and their need for aid through the com- 
munity-action phase of the Office of Economic Opportunity. 


Overseas Mission of the Church 
The Bishop of Massachusetts moved the following Resolution: 


Whereas, This House has received a statement from the Overseas 
Committee which reads as follows: 


“The Committee on Overseas Missions is deeply grateful for the chal- 
lenge of our Presiding Bishop and the priority given in the Church’s 
Program and Budget to facing the urban and racial crisis in this country. 
We believe that this emphasis can give the whole Church a new thrust. 

“Our fellow-Churchmen overseas, who are themselves often non- 
white people, are particularly aware that our nation’s tragic injustice 
to its poor and minority groups not only tarnishes our country’s repu- 
tation, but hurts the work of the Church abroad. 

“We know that budgetary adjustments will affect overseas work, but 
we know that overseas Churchmen are ready to take their part in making 
possible this new emphasis of the whole Church, as evidenced by the 
statement from the Ninth Province. They, too, face urban develop- 
ments which are increasingly critical, sometimes more critical than those 
at home. They, too, will give increasing priority to these problems. 

“However, your Overseas Committee points out that overwhelming 
unmet needs overseas, as well as at home, will only be faced when the 
Church ceases to be satisfied with the low level of its present concern 
and giving to the work of the whole Church. In view of the fact that 
the total annual income of the Church is some $230 million, the pro- 
posed Church’s Program Budget of some $14 million can hardly be 
considered as sacrificial giving for our national Church’s Program. We 
have heard Bishop Dean’s clear challenge to this House and his scrip- 
tural admonition, ‘This ought ye to have done and not to have left the 
other undone!’ We must not only re-order the priorities in our National 
Church Budget. We must radically re-order the priorities in our personal, 
parochial, and diocesan budgets. We urge our brother-members of this 
House to realize that if the overseas mission is to be advanced, we must 
encourage not only the normal channels for the support of the Church’s 
program, but must take initiative in developing and using many oppor- 
tunities for imagination and responsible second-mile giving. We par- 
ticularly encourage continuation of project-giving. Our great new concern 
for our national urban need must be supplemented by new efforts to 
support the worldwide needs to which our worldwide Communion is » 
called.” 

Therefore, be it now 

Resolved, That the House of Bishops associate itself with the foregoing 
statement and publicly acknowledge the apostolic obligation of Bishops 
to provide leadership in securing realistic financial support for the over- 
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seas mission of the Church, even as we heartily endorse the priority given 
to urban and racial problems at home; and be it further, 

Resolved, That continued information about special ways, such as 
Companion-Diocese relationships, Projects for Partnership, and other 
ways of “second-mile” giving, be made available to us by the Overseas 
Department, so that we can avail ourselves of all possible opportunities 
to extend, renew, and strengthen the overseas work of the Church, 


Resolution adopted 
Perpetual Diaconate 


The Bishop of Kentucky requested that a consideration of the 
subject of the Perpetual Diaconate be placed on the Agenda of the 
1968 Special Meeting of the House of Bishops. 

So ordered 
Rehabilitation Center for Clergymen 


The Bishop of North Carolina, on behalf of the Committee on 
Counsel to the Clergy, moved that the Committee be discharged 
from further consideration of a Memorial from the Diocese of 
California calling for the establishment of a rehabilitation center for 
clergymen who are alcoholics. 

Motion carried 
Committee discharged 


Adjournment 
After announcements, the House adjourned at 5:10 p.m. 


tae et A ett 


NINTH DAY 
WEDNESDAY, SEPTEMBER 27, 1968 


The House convened at 9:30 a.m. 


The Suffragan Bishop of Dallas (Barnds) read a Lesson from 
the Holy Scriptures. 


The Presiding Bishop conducted the devotions of the House. 


The Secretary read a summary of the Minutes of the Eighth Day. 
Minutes Approved 


Messages from the House of Deputies 
Messages were received from the House of Deputies, as follows: 


Message No. 125—Immediate effect of certain legislation. 
The House concurred 
(See Part I1]—“Constitution—Amendments Proposed— 
Art. I., Sec. 4” and “Canon 4, Sec. 1”) 
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Message No. 126—Non-concur with House of Bishops No, 153. 
(See Part I1J—“Partnership”) 


Message No. 127—Non-concur with House of Bishops No. 165. 
(See Part I1I—‘‘Architecture and Allied Arts’) 
(See also Message No. 190, below) 


Message No. 128—Voting in House of Bishops. 

Referred to Constitution 
(See Part I1[—‘“‘Constitution—Amendments Attempted— 
Art. b.pece 2.) 
Final Action: Not Adopted 
Message No. 129—Adoption of “Open Letter to the Presiding 
Bishop”, 
The House concurred 
(See Part I1]—“Presiding Bishop’s Address’’ ) 


Message No. 130—Planning-Process for General Church Pro- 
gram. 
The House concurred 
(See Part III—“‘General Church Program—Planning’’) 


Message No. 131—Subsidy to Host Diocese. 
The House concurred 
(See Part I1I—“‘Host Diocese, Subsidy” ) 


Message No. 132—Continue Joint Commission on Church in 
Human Affairs. 
The House concurred 


Message No. 133—Continue Joint Commission on Church Music. 
The House concurred 


Message No. 134—Continue Joint Commission on Structure. 
The House concurred 
(See Part WI—Under the said Commission names) 


Message No. 135—Concur with House of Bishops No. 162. 

(See Part III—“Lay Church Employees—Pension Coverage”’ ) 

Message No. 136—Concur with House of Bishops No. 155. 
(See Part I1I—‘“‘Canon 48”’) 


Message No. 137—Concur with House of Bishops No. 161. 
(See Part [1J—“Partnership” ) 


Message No. 138—Concur with House of Bishops No. 16. 
(See Part I1I—“Religion and Health’ ) 
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Message No. 139—Concur with House of Bishops No. 167. 
(See Part I1I—‘“Canon 44, Sec. 2 (f) and (g)”) 


Message No. 140—Concur, with Amendments, with House of 
Bishops No. 92. 
The House concurred 
(See Part I1I—“Constitution—Amendments Proposed— 
Atts-.,Sec.27) 


Message No. 141—Non-concur with House of Bishops No. 85. 
(See Part III—‘‘Deaconesses”’ ) 


Message No. 142—Non-concur with House of Bishops No. 131. 
(See Part UI—‘‘Women, Ordination of, Joint Commission”) 


Message No. 143—Enlargement of Membership of Executive 
Council. 
Referred to Canons 
(See Part III—‘“‘Canon 4, Sec. 1”’) 
Final Action: Adopted 

Message No. 144—Jonathan Daniels. 

The House concurred 
(See Part III—‘“Daniels, Jonathan” ) 


Message No. 145—Preferment for Clergymen from Minority 
Groups. 
The House concurred 
(See Part I1I—“Equal Opportunity—Clergy”’) 


Message No. 146—Concur, with Amendments, with House of 
Bishops No. 39. 
The House concurred 


(See Part III—‘“‘Renewal—Joint Commission”) 


Message No. 147—-Commending Work of A.M.A. Committee. 
The House concurred 


(See Part I[I—“Religion and Medicine’’) 


Message No. 148—Study of Euthanasia. 
The House concurred 


(See Part I1I—“Euthanasia, Study”) 


Message No. 149—Detoxification Procedures. 
The House concurred 


(See Part II—‘‘Alcoholics”) 


Message No. 150—Concur, with Amendments, with House of 


Bishops No. 80. 
The House concurred 


(See Part III—‘‘Abortion-Law Reform”) 
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Message No. 151—Concur with House of Bishops No. 79. 
The House concurred 
(See Part I1I—‘‘Church, Coban and Minority Groups’’) 


Message No. 152—Establish Joint Commission on Non-Metro- 
politan Areas. . 
The House concurred 
(See Part III—‘‘Non-Metropolitan Areas’) 


Message No. 153—Concur, with Amendments, with House of 
Bishops No. 142. 
The House concurred 
(See Part III—North America—Anglican Regional Council) 


Message No. 154—Declaration of Intention to Amend Canon 
7 in 1970. 
The House concurred 
(See Part III—‘“‘Canons—Notice of Intention to Amend 
Canon 7”) 


Voting in the House of Bishops 


The Chairman of the Committee on the Constitution, the Suff- 
ragan Bishop of Connecticut (Esquirol), moved concurrence with 
Message No. 128 of the House of Deputies, which proposes the 
amendment of the Constitution to revise the qualifications for eligi- 
bility to seat and vote in the House of Bishops, as recommended by 
the Joint Commission on Structure. 

The House did not concur 
(See Part II—“Constitution—Amendments Attempted— 
Art,.1., Sec.2”) 


The Bishop of Washington moved that the matter be re-committed 
to the Joint Commission. 
Motion carried 
Matter re-committed 


Committee on the Office of Bishop 


The Bishop of Washington, for the Committee on the Office of 
Bishop, moved that the Committee be discharged from further con- 
sideration of Memorials from the Dioceses of San Joaquin and 
Washington and from Province IV, and from Resolution # 4 of 
the Joint Commission on Structure, all dealing with proposals to 
study the Office of Bishop and elections to such office. 

Motion carried 
Committee discharged 


The Bishop of Washington moved re-committal to the Joint Com- 
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mission on Structure of Resolution #7 of the Commission’s Report. 
That Resolution would provide that all Bishops could vote on mat- 
ters of Doctrine and Worship; but some Bishops would not be 
eligible to vote on “all other matters”. Bishop Creighton pointed out 
the difficulty of distinguishing between the two categories of matters. 
Motion carried 
Matter re-committed 


Message from the House of Deputies 


The Secretary announced the receipt of more Messages from the 
House of Deputies, being the following: 


Message No. 155—Election of Trustees of the General Seminary. 
The House concurred 
(See Part III—‘‘General Theological Seminary Trustees” ) 


Message No. 156—Discrimination in Hiring-halls. 


The House concurred 
(See Part IIJ—“Labor Unions”’) 


Message No. 157—Election of Trustees of The Pension Fund. 
The House concurred 
(See Part I[[—‘‘Pension Fund Trustees”) 


Message No. 158—Participation of the poor in groups deciding 
their welfare. 
The House concurred 
(See Part III—“Poor, Participation of, in Poverty Programs” ) 


Message No. 159—Election of Members of the Executive Coun- 
cil. 
The House concurred 
(See Part II1I—“Executive Council—Members”) 


Message No. 160—Requesting Special General Convention. 
Message received 
(See Part III—“Special General Convention’’) 


Message No. 162—Parity of jurisdictional votes in vote by 


Orders. 
Referred to Constitution 
(See Part I1I—‘Constitution—Amendments Proposed— 


Art. I., Sec. 4’) 
Final Action: Adopted 


Message No. 163—Concur with House of Bishops No. 128. 
(See Part I1]—“Renewal, Council” ) 
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Message No. 164—Local control of Poverty Programs. 
: The House concurred 
(See Part I1I—“Community-Action Programs”) 


Message No. 165—Life, Accident, and Health Insurance. 
Referred to Canons 


(See Part II—“Canon 7, Sec. 1 and Sec. 4”) 


Final Action: Adopted 


Message No. 167—Continue Mutual Responsibility Commission. 
The House concurred 
(See Part I1I—‘‘Mutual Responsibility Commission’’) 


Appreciation to Executive Officer, M. R. Commission 


The Vice-President of the Executive Council moved a Resolution 
of appreciation for the work of Walker Taylor, Jr., retiring as Execu- 
tive Officer of the Mutual Responsibility Commission. 

Resolution adopted 


(See Part I1J—‘“‘Mutual Responsibility Commission”’) 
Final Action: Adopted 


Executive Council Membership and Function 


The Bishop of the Dominican Republic moved that the House 
of Bishops concur with the House of Deputies in adopting the Reso- 
lution contained in its Message No. 143, enlarging the membership 
and clarifying the function of the Executive Council. 

The House concurred 
(See Part III—“Canon 4, Sec. 1”’) 


Roman Catholic Observer 


The Rev. Father Treacey, one of the Roman Catholic observers 
of this General Convention, spoke briefly in appreciation of the 
opportunity for such observation and Christian fellowship. 


The Bishop of Olympia, on behalf of the House, replied to Father 
Treacey, and through him, expressed the gratification of the General 
Convention for the presence of officially designated observers of the 
Roman Catholic Church. 


Investments in Certain Southern African Countries 


The Suffragan Bishop of Washington, for the Committee on Social 
and International Affairs, presented and moved a Resolution with 
preambles calling on the Church to review its investment policies in 
respect of involvement in certain countries of southern Africa. 

Resolution adopted 


(See Part I1]—‘“Southern Africa—Investment Policies” ) 
Final Action: Adopted 
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Rules of Order 


_ The Bishop of Florida, Chairman of the Committee on Rules of 
Order, moved that the Rule prohibiting the introduction of new 
business after the fifth day be suspended. 

Motion carried 


Bishop West then moved the following Resolution: 


Resolved, That the Rules of Order of the House of Bishops, at Gen- 
eral Rule I, as amended in 1966, be further amended by inserting the 
words, “and Special Committees”, after the words, “all Standing Com- 
oe ya in the second sentence thereof, so that the said sentence shall 
read, 

“The Presiding Bishop shall name the members of all Standing Com- 
mittees and Special Committees annually, and shall designate the Chair- 
man of each Committee. The Committee shall elect its own Secretary.” 

Motion carried 


Viet Nam 


The House received Message No, 166 from the House of Depu- 
ties, proposing a Resolution on the War in Viet Nam. The Bishop 
of Pennsylvania reported that the Committee on Social and Inter- 
national Affairs had hoped for a statement that would have struck 
a louder and clearer note, but recommended concurrence. 


The Bishop of Pennsylvania moved that the House concur. 
The House concurred 
(See Part III—“Viet Nam”) 


Personal Staff for Presiding Bishop 


The Bishop of the Dominican Republic moved concurrence with 
the Resolution contained in Message No. 91 of the House of Depu-* 
ties, which would amend the Canons so as to allow the Presiding 
Bishop to employ personal assistants, to be paid out of the Budget 
of the General Convention. 

The House concurred 
(See Part III—‘‘Canon 2, Sec. 5’) 


Budget of the General Convention 


The Bishop of Southern Ohio, for the Joint Committee on Ex- 
penses, presented Messages from the House of Deputies relating to 
the Budget of the General Convention, 1967—1970, as follows: 


Message No. 161—The Budget as amended, 
The House concurred 


Message No. 161 A—Concur with House of Bishops No. 12. 
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Message No. 161B—Concur with House of Bishops No. 17. 


Message No. 161C—Concur, with Amendment, with House of 
Bishops No. 75. 
The House concurred 


Message No. 161D—Concur, with Amendment, with House of 
Bishops No. 41. 
The House concurred 
(See Part I1I—“General Convention Budget’) 


Assessment for Expenses of the General Convention 


The Bishop of the Dominican Republic, for the Committee on 
Canons, moved that the House concur with the House of Deputies, 
as per its Message No. 89, in amending Canon 1 to remove there- 
from reference to a specific dollar-figure ceiling for assessments to 
meet the contingent expenses of the General Convention. 

The House concurred 
(See Part I1I—‘Canon 1, Sec. 6’) 


Commendation of Expenses Committee 
The Bishop of Missouri moved— 


That the House express its appreciation for the work of the Joint 
Committee on Expenses, and especially of its Chairman, the Bishop of 
Southern Ohio, and its Secretary, the Treasurer of the General Conven- 
tion, Mr. Richard P. Kent, Jr. 

Motion carried 


Gift to the Presiding Bishop 
The Bishop of Alaska rose to a question of privilege. 


He presented a bearskin to the Presiding Bishop. 


Viet Nam Christian Service 


The Bishop of Erie moved to call from the table the Appeal for 
Support of Viet Nam Christian Service. 
Motion carried 


ae Bishop of Upper South Carolina moved that the matter be 
tabled. 
Motion not carried 


The amendment moved on the previous day, to strike all of 
that portion of paragraph 2, beginning, “There is increasing an- 
guish”, was moved. 

Motion carried 
36 aye—34 nay) 
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The Bishop of Erie moved, in amendment, that the following 
sentence be inserted, in lieu of the matter just deleted: 


“There is increasing anguish of the Christian conscience 
regarding the war in Viet Nam, but the disturbing fact is our 
continuing moral numbness.” 


Motion carried 
The Appeal was then moved, as follows: 


AN APPEAL TO SUPPORT VIET NAM CHRISTIAN SERVICE 


This is an appeal to all Church members for sacrificial giving in 
support of Viet Nam Christian Service, which is sponsored by Church 
World Service through the Presiding Bishop’s Fund for World Relief. 

There is an urgency and compulsion about this appeal at this time. 
In this instance, we are urged to give not only because Christian com- 
passion and the exemplary love-response of the Good Samaritan are 
always part of our Christian stewardship; we also need to remind our- 
selves of our particular moral responsibility, as Americans and Church 
members, to the war-victims in Viet Nam. There is increasing anguish 
of the Christian conscience regarding the war in Viet Nam, but the 
disturbing fact is our continuing moral numbness. 

Our response to such a relief-appeal to help war-sufferers is one 
indication of our moral sensitivity as Christians, it also will help develop 
the climate of mutual respect and forbearance necessary for eventual 
successful negotiation to stop the war and bring about genuine recon- 
ciliation and rehabilitation. We urge generous and sacrificial support of 
Viet Nam Christian Service. 


Appeal adopted 


Viet Nam War—Alternate Statement 


The Bishop Coadjutor of Central New York rose to a question 
of personal privilege. 


He called attention to an alternative statement on the war in 
Viet Nam that had been drawn up and signed by a number of 
Bishops. 


He invited the Bishops who agreed with the statement to add 
their signatures thereto. 


Vote by Orders 


The Suffragan Bishop of Connecticut (Esquirol), for the Com- 
mittee on the Constitution, moved that the House concur with the 
House of Deputies in adopting the proposal, contained in Message 
No. 162, that the Constitution be amended to give parity with 
Dioceses, in a vote by orders, to Missionary Districts. 

The House concurred 
(See Part I1I—‘“Constitution—Amendments Proposed— 
Art L., Sec. 4”) 
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Messages from the House of Deputies 


The Secretary announced the receipt of Messages from the House 
of Deputies, as follows: 


Message No. 168—The ESCRU Petition. 
The House concurred 
(See Part II1I—“Equality of Man’’) 


Message No. 169—Metropolitan Councils. 
Referred to Canons 


(See Part I1I—“Proposed Canon ‘Of Metropolitan Councils’ ”’) 


Final Action: Not Adopted 


Message No. 169A—Concur, with Amendments, with House of 
Bishops No. 73. 
The House concurred 
(See Part I1I—“Clergy, Deployment of’) 


Message No. 170—Status of Missionary Districts. 
, Referred to Constitution 
(See Part I1I1—“Constitution—Amendments Proposed— 


Various Articles’) 
Final Action: Adopted 


Message No. 171—Commendation of Mutual Responsibility 
Commission. 
The House concurred 
(See Part I1I—‘“‘Mutual Responsibility Commission” ) 


Message No. 172—“Second-Mile” Giving. 
The House concurred 
(See Part II1I—“Projects and Companion-Diocese Programs” ) 


Message No. 173—Concur with House of Bishops No. 99. 
(See Part III—‘“Canon 8, Sec. 1, next to last paragraph’”’) 


Message No. 174—Staff Officer on Executive Council Staff, 
The House concurred 
(See Part I1I—“Non-metropolitan Areas—Staff Officer” ) 


Message No. 175—Program of Evangelism. 
The House concurred 
(See Part I11]—“Evangelism” ) 


Message No. 176—Church Music Commission. 
The House concurred 
(See Part WJ—“Hymnal Revision” ) 
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Message No. 1 wae Acts of Trustees, “The Episcopalian, 
ne.” 


The House concurred 


Message No. 178—Amend Joint Rules. 


The House concurred 
(See Part I1J—“Joint Rules of Order—Rule 4”) 


Message No. 179—Amend Joint Rules. 
- The House concurred 
(See Part III—“Joint Rules of Order—Rule 1”) 


Message No. 180—Concur, with Amendments, with House of 
Bishops No. 35. 
Referred to Canons 


(See Part II1I—“Canon 4, Sec. 9”) 


Final Action: Adopted 


Status and Nomenclature of Missionary Districts 


The Suffragan Bishop of Connecticut (Esquirol), for the Com- 
mittee on the Constitution, moved that the House concur with the 
amendments to all Articles but one of the Constitution, proposed 
by the House of Deputies in its Message No. 170, dealing with the 
status and nomenclature of Missionary Districts. 

The House concurred 
(See Part IIJ—“Constitution—Amendments Proposed— 
Various Articles”) 


Recess 


The House recessed at 12:00 noon, to attend the concluding 
Eucharist of the General Convention in the Chamber of the House 
of Deputies. 


The House reconvened at 2:15 p.m. 


Messages from the House of Deputies 


The Secretary reported the receipt of Messages from the House 
of Deputies, as follows: 


Message No. 181—Concur with House of Bishops No. 98. 
(See Part III—“Canon 8, Sec, 1, last paragraph” ) 


Message No. 182—Pre-filing of Proposed Canonical Changes. 
The House concurred 
(See Part I1I—‘“Constitution and Canons—Proposed 
Amendments’’) 


+ 
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Message No. 183—-Re-numbering of Code of Canons. 
The House did not concur 


(See Part I1I—“Canons—Proposed Re-numbering”’ ) 


Message No. 184—Boy Scout Movement. 
The House concurred 


(See Part I1I—Under that heading) 


Message No. 185—Non-concur with House of Bishops No. 76. 
(See Part I1I—“Negro Clergymen’’) 


Message No. 186—Concur with House of Bishops No. 57. 
(See Part I[1I—“Chalice, Administration of, in Federal Prisons’’) 


Message No. 187—-Concur with House of Bishops No. 84. 
(See Part III—“District of Columbia” ) 


Message No. 188—Concur, with Amendments, with House of 
Bishops No. 127. 
The House concurred 
(See Part I1I—‘“Conscientious Objection” ) 


Message No. 189—Church School Missionary Offering. 
The House concurred 
(See Part I1I—Under that heading) 


Message No. 190—Rescind Message No. 127 and concur with 
House of Bishops No. 165. 
(See Part III—‘‘Architecture and Allied Arts’’) 


Message No. 191—Concur with House of Bishops No. 212. 
(See Part II1]—‘“Southern Africa—Investment Policies’) 


Message No. 192—Concur with House of Bishops No. 214. 
(See Part I1I—“Mutual Responsibility Commission” ) 


Non-Communicants as Missionaries 


The Bishop of the Dominican Republic moved that the House 
concur with the amendments proposed by the House of Deputies, 
and communicated in its Message No. 180, to the proposal con- 
tained in House of Bishops No. 98 about the appointment of non- 
communicants as Missionaries of this Church. 

The House concurred 
(See Part III—“Canon 4, Sec. 9”) 


Metropolitan Councils 


The Bishop of Delaware moved that the House concur with the 
House of Deputies in adopting the Resolution contained in Message 
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No. 169 of that House, proposing a new Canon, “Of Metropolitan 
Councils”. 
The House did not concur 
(See Part III—‘‘Canons—Proposed Canon, ‘Of Metropolitan 
Councils’ ’’) 


Life, Accident, and Health Insurance 


The Bishop of Newark moved that the House concur with the 
Message of the House of Deputies (Message No. 165) in amending 
Canon 7, to permit The Church Pension Fund to administer a system 
of life, accident, and health benefits. 

The House concurred 
(See Part III—“Canon 7, Secs. i and 4”) 


National Group-Life Insurance 
The Bishop of Newark moved the following Resolution: 


Resolved, That The Church Pension Fund be requested to prepare a 
National Plan of Group-Life Insurance for the Clergy, and for major 
medical coverage for clergymen and their families; such plan to be 
presented to the Special General Convention of 1969. 

Resolution adopted 


Business Completed 


The Chairman of the Committee on Dispatch of Business, the 
Bishop of Delaware, announced that the House had completed all 
its business, and was ready to adjourn. 


[Communicated to the House of Deputies by Message No. 236.] 


Courtesy Resolutions 

The Suffragan Bishop of Harrisburg moved that the customary 
Resolutions be drawn and communicated to the Diocese of Olym- 
pia and others responsible for the arrangements for the Convention’s 
comfort and convenience. 


Bishop Honaman also commented on the efficient work of the 
Secretary and the Chairman of the Committee on the Dispatch of 
Business. 

Messages from the House of Deputies 

The Secretary reported the receipt of final Messages from the 

House of Deputies, as follows: 


Message No. 193—Concur with House of Bishops No. 48. 
(See Part I1I—‘“‘Worker-Priests and the Church Pension Fund”) 


Message No. 194—Non-concur with House of Bishops No. 139. 
(See Part I1]—Taxation of Certain Church Property”) 


¥ 
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Message No. 195—Non-concur with House of Bishops No. 140. 
(See Part [I1J—‘Human Rights—International Year”) 


Message No. 196—Non-concur with House of. Bishops Nos. 103 
—116 & 126. 
(See Part III—“Canons—Proposed Amendments of 1, 53, 
57, 58, 60, 64, 65”) 


Message No. 198—Concur with House of Bishops No. 170. 
(See Part I1]—“General Church Program—Resolution #1”) 


Message No. 199—-Non-concur with House of Bishops No. 75. 
(See Part I1I—“Clergy-Information Depository”’) 


Message No. 200—Non-concur with House of Bishops No. 143. 
(See Part III—‘Conscientious Objection, Selective” ) 


Message No. 197—House of Deputies ready to adjourn. 
Adjournment 


After a benediction, pronounced by the Presiding Bishop, the 
House adjourned sine die at 3:15 p.m. 
JOHN ELBRIDGE HINES 
Presiding Bishop 
SCOTT FIELD BAILEY 
Secretary 


50k rece = - 





CLIFFORD P. MOREHOUSE, 
LED} Ssi:D: 


President of the House of Deputies, 1961, 1964, 1967 





OFFICERS OF THE HOUSE OF DEPUTIES 


PRESIDENT 
Clifford P. Morehouse, LL.D., S.T.D. 
New York, New York 


PRESIDENT-ELECT 
The Very Rev. John Bowen Coburn, D.D. 
Cambridge, Massachusetts 


VICE-PRESIDENT 
The Very Rev. John C. Leffler, D.D. 
Seattle, Washington 


VICE-PRESIDENT-ELECT 
Charles M. Crump 
Memphis, Tenn. 


SECRETARY 
The Rev. Canon Charles M. Guilbert, $.T.D. 
815 Second Avenue, New York, N. Y. 10017 


ASSISTANT SECRETARIES 
The Rev. Robert E. Holzhammer 


Iowa City, lowa 


The Rev. Herbert Barsale 
Liverpool, New York 


————————— ———— 


TREASURER OF THE GENERAL CONVENTION 
Richard P. Kent, Jr. 
815 Second Avenue, New York, N. Y. 10017 


109 


DEPUTIES TO THE GENERAL CONVENTION 


1967 


——<<$<$$<—$—$$$——— 


DEPUTIES FROM DIOCESES 


DIOCESE OF ALABAMA 


Clerical Deputies 
Rev. Ben A. Meginniss, (10) * 


Mobile. 


Rev. R. Emmet Gribbin, Jr., L.H.D., 
(21)1 University. 
Rev. Henry C. Barton, Jr., 


Birmingham. 
Rev. A. E. Joffrion, 


Huntsville. 


Lay Deputies 
Betts S. Slingluff, Jr., 


Dothan. 
N. Hamner Cobbs, (40) 
Greensboro. 
Marshall Smith, 
Florence. 
Paul R. Ford, 
Birmingham. 


DIOCESE OF ALBANY 


Very Rev. David S. Ball, (15) 
Albany, New York. 
Rev. Darwin Kirby, Jr., (20) 
Schenectady, New York. 
Rev. John R. Ramsey, (5) 
Ogdensburg, New York. 
Rev. James W. Pennock, (7) 
Potsdam, New York. 


Hector J. Buell, (42) 

Gloversville, New York. 
Stuart A. Winning, M.D., (2) 

Ogdensburg, New York. 
Roger T. Estabrook, 

West Albany, New York. 

James D. McNary, 

North Troy, New York. 


DIOCESE OF ARIZONA 


Rev. John Clinton Fowler, (2) 
Tucson. 
Rev. Charles H. Crawford, (3) 
Yuma. 
Rev. Lewis H. Long, 
Phoenix. 
Rey. Howard Blackburn, 
Sun City. 


Paul Roca, (11) 


Phoenix. 

W. W. Clore, (18) 
Phoenix. 

W. E. Morgan, (19) 
Tucson. 

Harold Rutherford, 
Cave Creek. 


DIOCESE OF ARKANSAS 


Ven. J. Gordon Swope, (33) 
Little Rock. 
Very Rev. Charles A. Higgins, D.D., 
(3) Little Rock. 
Rev. Philip M. P. Leach, 
Helena. 
Rey. Joseph Blount Tucker, 
Harrison. 


Will S. Mitchell, 
Little Rock. 


Ernest B. Wilson, (42) 
Harrison. 
John T. Williams, (2) 
Little Rock. 
James H. Penick, Sr., (10) 
Little Rock. 


1 The Rev. Edward G. Mullen, D.D., took the place of The Rev. Dr. Gribbin for the 


afternoon of the 4th day only. 


* Numbers in parentheses refer to Committee assignments. See pages 129-132. 
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DIOCESE OF ATLANTA 


Clerical Deputies 
Very Rev. David B. Collins, 


Atlanta, Georgia. 


Rev. Edward E. Tate, D.D., (22) 


Atlanta, Georgia. 


Rev. Martin D. Gable, 


Atlanta, Georgia. 


Rey. T. Stewart Matthews, (20) 


Macon, Georgia. 


Lay Deputies 
Edwin L. Sterne, 
Atlanta, Georgia. 
Seaton G. Bailey, (20) 
Griffin, Georgia. 
Dr. James E. Boyd, (43) 
Carrollton, Georgia. 
Daniel A. McKeever 
Atlanta, Georgia. 


DIOCESE OF BETHLEHEM 


Rey. H. Arthur Doersam, 


Bethlehem, Pa. 


Rev. Lloyd Edgar Teter, 


Lebanon, Pa. 


Rev. Theodore T. Johnson, 


Pottsville, Pa. 


Rev. Joseph S. Falzone, (2) 


Catasauqua, Pa. 


Marius L. Bressoud, Jr. (50) 
Bethlehem, Pa. 
Frank T. Green, (21) 
Jermyn, Pa. 
Byron S. Miller, (40) 
Norwalk, Conn. 
James R. Bazley, Jr., (47) 
Pottsville, Pa. 


DIOCESE OF CALIFORNIA 


Rev. Massey H. Shepherd, Ph.D., 
5 


(51) B 

Rev. Richard E. Byfield, (13) 

Palo Alto. 

Very Rev. C. Julian Bartlett, D.D., 

(15), (22)2 San Francisco. 
Rev. Lesley Wilder, D.D., (45) 


San Mateo. 


erkeley. 


Alvin Hambly, M.D., (21) 
Berkeley. 
George Livermore, (20), (41) 
San Francisco. 
Philip Adams, LL.D., (7) 
San Francisco. 
O. Reeves Cross, 
Berkeley. 


DIOCESE OF CENTRAL NEW YORK 


Rev. H. William Foreman, 


Cazenovia. 


Rev. W. Paul Thompson, (31) 


Binghamton. 


Rev. T. G. David Kingman, (19). 


Elmira. 


Rev. George E. Bates, 


Syracuse. 


Hugh R. Jones, Esq., (6) 
Frank T. Wood, Jr., (11) 


Utica. 


Syracuse. 
George T. Driscoll, Esq., 


Thomas H. Dyer, Esgq., 


Syracuse. 


Marcellus. 


DIOCESE OF CHICAGO 


Ven. J. Ralph Deppen, D.D., (30) 


Chicago, Illinois. 


Very Rev. William F. Maxwell, Jr., 


Chicago, Illinois. 


Rev. Christian A Hovde, Ph.D., 


Chicago, Illinois. 


Very Rev. Samuel J. Martin, D.D., 
(22) 


Chicago, Illinois. 


2The Very Rev. Sherman E. Johnson, Ph.D., 


Ernest N. Robinson, | 
Lincolnwood, Illinois. 

Russell B. Joseph, (18) 

Wilmette, Illinois. 
John W. Church, 

Hinsdale, Illinois. 
Arlindo S. Cate, 

Chicago, Illinois. 


took the place of The Very Rey. Dr 


Bartlett on the 3rd day and the morning of the 4th day. 
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DIOCESE OF COLORADO 


Clerical Deputies 
Rev. John C, Mott, 
Colorado Springs. 
Rey. A. Balfour Patterson, Jr. 
Boulder. 
Very Rev. Herbert M. Barrall, 
Denver. 
Rev. Charles D. Pitkin, 
Castle Rock. 


“Martin A. Ohlander, 


Lay Deputies 


Colorado Springs. 
Chapman Young, Jr. 


Karl Arndt, M.D., 


Castle Rock. 


DIOCESE OF CONNECTICUT 


Rev. Kingsland Van Winkle, S.T.D., 
Hartford: 

Very Rev. Robert S. Beecher, (22) 
Hartford. 

Rev. Canon Ralph D. Read, S.T.D., 

(13) Hartford. 
Rey. Grant A. Morrill, Jr. 
New Canaan. 


DIOCESE OF DALLAS 


Rev. James P. DeWolfe, Jr., (6) 
Fort Worth, Tex. 
Rev. James S. Cox, D.D., (45) 
Dallas, Tex. 
Rev. Dale W. Blackwell, 
Fort Worth, Tex. 
Very Rev. C. Preston Wiles, Ph.D., 
Dallas, Tex. 


Denver. 
John L. Carson III, 
Littleton. 
Henry P. Bakewell, (9) 
Hartford. 
Roger W. Hartt, (20) 
Fairfield. 
H. Richard Brew, 
Nichols. 
Hon, Gerald A. Lamb, 
Waterbury. 
Paul Thorp, 
Dallas, Tex. 


Louis R. Sarazan, 
Fort Worth, Tex. 
Jos. Irion Worsham, (47) 
Dallas, Tex. 
C. E. Juday, 
Garland, Tex. 


DIOCESE OF DELAWARE 


Rev. James G. Birney, (22) 
Wilmington 
Rey. Victor Kusik, (51) 
Bridgeville. 
Very Rev. Lloyd E. Gressle, D.D., 
(22) Wilmington. 
Rev. John L. O’Hear, D.D., 
Wilmington. 


George L. Frick, 
Wilmington. 


Daniel M. Thornton III, (15) 
Greenville, Wilmington. 
Dr. John B. Baker, 
Milford. 


Houston Wilson, (30) 
Georgetown. 


DIOCESE OF EAST CAROLINA 


Rev. Hunley A. Elebash, (19) 
Wilmington. 
Rev. A. Heath Light, 
Kinston. 


Rev. D. Raby Edwards, (1) 
Goldsboro. 

Rev. Edwin B. Jeffress, Jr., 
Kinston. 


Thurman Williams, (17) 
Fayetteville. 
Walker Taylor, Jr., (50) 
Wilmington. 
Wallace Murchison, 


; Wilmington. 
William S. Page, (33) 


Kinston. 
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DIOCESE OF EASTON 


Clerical Deputies 
Rev. Robert T. Hollett, 
Chestertown, Md. 
Rev. Donald F. Etherton, 
St. Michaels, Md. 
Rev. Henry T. Gruber, 
Oxford, Md. 


Rev. Robert P. Varley, Th.D., (11) 
Salisbury, Md. 


Lay Deputies 
William H. Adkins, Esq., (6) 
Easton, Ma. 
H. Randolph Maddox, (10) 
Chestertown, Ma. 
C. Edward Hoadley, 
Royal Oak, Md. 


Chestertown, Mad. 


Franklin Hynson, 


DIOCESE OF EAU CLAIRE 


Rev. Gary R. Blumer, 

Park Falls, Wis. 
Rev. Canon John W. T. Weise, 

Eau Claire, Wis. 
Rey. Harris C. Mooney, 

La Crosse, Wis. 
Rey. Richard Hewetson, 

Owen, Wis. 


Alex Keith, Jr., (16) 
Eau Claire, Wis. 
Robert Dernbach, 


Edward Feldt, 
Menomonie, Wis. 
Merton G. Eberlein, (31) 
Mauston, Wis. 


Eau Claire, Wis. 


DIOCESE OF ERIE 


Ven. Roy Schaffer, 
Erie, Pa. 


Rev. A. Malcolm MacMillan, (9) 
Sharon, Pa. 
Very Rev. Frederic R. Murray, (10) 
Erie, Pa. 
Rev. Reginald E. Moore, 
Franklin, Pa. 


Hon. Lyle G. Hall, Jr., (33) 

Ridgway, Pa. 
DeWitt M. Bull, Jr., (18) 

Fairview, Pa. 
D. Harvey Phillips, (47) 

Bradford, Pa. 


Sharon, Pa. 


Harry B. McDowell, 


DIOCESE OF FLORIDA 


Very Rev. Robert R. Parks, (1) 
Jacksonville. 
Ven. Harry B. Douglas, 


Tallahassee. 

Rey. Robert S. Snell, 
Jacksonville. 

Rev. Lavan B. Davis, 
Pensacola. 


Duncan Burn, (45) 
Arthur W. Platt, (11) 
Robert P. Smith, Jr., 


Jacksonville. 
Tallahassee. 
Jacksonville. 


Prime F. Osborn III, (52) 
Jacksonville. 


DIOCESE OF FOND DU LAC 


Very Rev. John E, Gulick, D.D., 
(21) Fond du Lac, Wis. 
Rev. John O. Bruce, (20) 
Shawano, Wis. 
Rev. Robert F. Sweetser, (10) 
Sheboygan, Wis. 
Rey. Thomas K. Chaffee, (1) 
Menasha, Wis. 


Maurice E. West, 
Fond du Lac, Wis. 
Richard B. Sawtell, 
Neenah, Wis. 


Carl E. Steiger, (13) 
Oshkosh, Wis. 


Hon. F. H. Schlichting, 
Sheboygan, Wis. 
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DIOCESE OF GEORGIA 


Clerical Deputies 
Rev. A. Nelson Daunt, (40) 


Albany. 
Ven. Alfred Mead, (47) 
Savannah. 
Rev. Allen B. Clarkson, (3) 
Augusta. 


Rev. Junius J. Martin, D.D., 


St. Simons Island. 


Lay Deputies 
Malcolm Maclean, (14) 


Savannah. 
LeGrand VanKeuren, 
Harlem. 
Samuel C. Waller, (9) 
Augusta. 
Harrison Tillman, 
Valdosta. 


DIOCESE OF HARRISBURG 


Rev. Kermit L. Lloyd, (19) 


Bloomsburg, Pa. 


Very Rev. Arnold E. Mintz, 


Harrisburg, Pa. 


Rev. Lee W. Brunett, 


Williamsport, Pa. 


Rev. John G. Hilton, 


Carlisle, Pa. 


Kenneth W. Whitney, 
Lancaster, Pa. 
Francis M. Belford, (14) 
Milton, Pa. 
Edwin K. Jennings, 
Wellsboro, Pa. 
Willard L. Vanderhoof, 
Williamsport, Pa. 


DIOCESE OF IDAHO 


Rev. Frederic Cochrane,? 


Boise 
Very Rev. William Spofford, Jr., 


Boise. 


Robert A. Hogg,? 
Philip Tate 


Boise. 


Boise. 


DIOCESE OF INDIANAPOLIS 


Ven. Canon Frederic P. Williams, 
(40) Indianapolis, Ind. 

Rev. Canon Frank V. H. Carthy, 
31 


Indianapolis, Ind. 


(31) 
Rev. Russell B. Staines, D.D., (22) 


Indianapolis, Ind. 


Very Rev. Peter Lawson, 


Indianapolis, Ind. 


James G. Clague, Ph.D., 
Indianapolis, Ind. 
Frank E. Cheshire, Sr., 
Evansville, Ind. 
Theodore S. Losche, 


Indianapolis, Ind. 
Robert Miller, 
Muncie, Ind. 


DIOCESE OF IOWA 


Rev. Paul J. Davis, (1) 


Des Moines. 


Very Rev. William W. Swift, D.D., 
(50) 


Davenport. 


Rev. Joseph Gregori,+ 


Sioux City. 


Rev. James R. Gundrum, (11) 


Cedar Rapids. 


Ross Sidney, (17) 
Clark Caldwell, (13) 
William L. Talbot, (3) 


Des Moines. 
Iowa City. 
Keokuk. 


Jay Horning, 
Des Moines. 


3 The Rev. Mr. Cochrane and Mr. Hogg were Deputies from the Missionary District of 

agaho une! the 6th day, and all were seated as Deputies from the Diocese of Idaho on 
e ay. 

4 The Rev. Robert E. Holzhammer took the place of The Rev. Mr. Gregori on the after- 

noon of the 9th da 

5 Mr. Horning left at the end of the 6th day. 
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DIOCESE OF KANSAS 


Clerical Deputies 
Rev. Robert A. Terrill, 
Arkansas City. 
Rev. Joseph S. Young, D.D., (40) 


Wichita. 
Rev. Robert C. Swift, (30) 

Mission. 
Rev. Frank N. Cohoon, 

Topeka. 


Lay Deputies 
William W. Baker, 
Shawnee Mission. 
Joe F. Balch, 


Chanute. 
Herbert A. Wenner, M.D. 
Shawnee Mission. 
Charles A. Langdon, 


DIOCESE OF KENTUCKY 


Very Rev. Robert W. Estill, (14) 
Louisville. 
Rev. William H. Langley, Jr., (13) 
Louisville. 
Rev. Canon Herbert A. Donovan, 
Louisville. 
Rev. William B. Gentleman, 
Louisville. 


Kansas City. 
Henry R. Heyburn, 
Louisville. 
John W. Shane, 
Louisville. 
George H. Greer, (12) 
Owensboro. 


James R. Rash, Jr., (41) 
Henderson. 


DIOCESE OF LEXINGTON 


Rev. Charles K. C. Lawrence, (42) 
Lexington, Ky. 
Rev. Canon Addison Hosea, (21) 
Versailles, Ky. 
Rev. Clarke Bloomfield, D.D., (6) 
Lexington, Ky. 
Very Rev. Edgar C. Newlin, (7) 
Danville, Ky. 


Angus W. McDonald, (40) 
Lexington, Ky. 
C. J. Bolton, 


Ashland, Ky. 
Dr. J. C. Cantrill, (11) 
Georgetown, Ky. 
William Nave, (51) 
Versailles, Ky. 


DIOCESE OF LONG ISLAND 


Very Rev. Harold F. Lemoine, 
D.D., L.H.D., (9) 
Garden City, N. Y. 
Rev. Dougald L. Maclean, D.D.,® 
(50) Flushing, N.Y. 
Rev. E. Frederic Underwood, Ph.D., 
(2) Garden City, N. Y. 
Very Rev. Robert F. Capon, S.T.D., 
(Chaplain) Port Jefferson, N. Y. 


Hunter L. Delatour, LL.D., (7) 

Great Neck, N. Y. 
Dermod Ives, (43) 

Garden City, N. Y. 
William K. Allison, (3) 

Garden City, N. Y. 
Richard P. Kent, Jr., (31), (52) 

Merrick, N. Y. 


DIOCESE OF LOS ANGELES 


Rev. Kenneth W. Cary, D.D., (47) 
Pacific Palisades, Cal. 

Rev. John H. M. Yamazaki, D.D., 
(22) Los Angeles, Cal. 

Rev. C. Boone Sadler, Jr.,? 

La Crescenta, Cal. 

Rev. R. Parker Jones, D.D., (33)8 
Los Angeles, Cal. 


George Gibbs, Ph.D., (31) 
Los Angeles, Cal. 
Hon. Herbert V. Walker, (7) 
Glendale, Cal. 
Hon. Edward P. Fogg, 
San Bernardino, Cal. 
Charles J. Detoy, 
La Canada, Cal. 


6 The Rey. Dr. Maclean left at the end of the 7th day. 


7 The Rev. George J. Hall took the place of The Rev. Mr. Sadler for the 6th day only. 
8 The Rev. H. Belfield Hannibal, D.D., took the place of The Rev. Dr. Jones on the 
3rd day. 
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DIOCESE OF LOUISIANA 


Clerical Deputies 
Rev. Robert Eugene Ratelle, (50) 
Alexandria. 
Rey. Richard Robert Cook, 
Lake Charles. 
Rev. Robert Campbell Witcher, 
Baton Rouge. 
Very Rev. Richard W. Rowland, 
New Orleans. 


Lay Deputies 
Joseph D. Smith, Jr., 
Alexandria. 
Davis Lee Jahncke, (22) 
Metairie. 
A. Brown Moore, 
New Orleans. 
Goodloe R. Stuck, (10) 
Shreveport. 


DIOCESE OF MAINE 


Rev. Canon Haig J. Nargesian, (31) 
Camden. 
Rey. Theodore W. Lewis, 
Orono. 
Rev. Canon Wilbur E. Hogg, (10) 
Falmouth, Portland. 
Rev. Samuel G. Henderson, Jr., 
Newcastle. 


Fred C. Scribner, Esq., (7) 
Portland. 
Rodney E. Ross, Jr., (19) 


DIOCESE OF MARYLAND 


Ven. David K. Leighton, 
Baltimore. 
Rev. Osborne R. Littleford, D.D., 
(52 Baltimore. 
Rev. James F. Madison, (43) 
Annapolis. 
Rev. Rex. B, Wilkes, D.D., (3) 
Baltimore. 


DIOCESE OF MASSACHUSETTS 


Very Rev. John D. Coburn, 
DIDS. LDR TL) Cambridge. 
Rey. Donald W. Noseworthy, (11) 
Wayland. 
Rev. Theodore P. Ferris, 
DED Sie Dr (9) 
Rey. Canon Herbert Stevens, 
Boston. 


Boston. 


Bath. 
Roderic C. O’Conner, (52) 
Augusta. 
Harlan Doak, (5) 
Rangeley. 
Hon. Wilson K. Barnes, (50) 
Baltimore, 
Hon, John E. Raine, Jr., 
Towson. 
Douglas C. Turnbull, Jr., 
Baltimore. 
Harrison Garrett, (30) 
Baltimore. 
John B. Tillson, (30) 
Boston. 
Frank P. Foster, (1) 
Boston. 


William A. Coolidge, (21) 
Cambridge. 
Malcolm E, Peabody, Jr., (47) 
Chestnut Hill. 


DIOCESE OF MICHIGAN 


Ven. Charles D. Braidwood, (7) 
Lapeer. 
Rev. Canon Allan L. Ramsay, (3) 
Detroit. 
Rev. Gordon M. Jones, Jr., 
Ann Arbor. 
Rey. Joseph A. Pelham, 
Farmington, 


Frederic S. Glover, Jr., (45) 
Detroit. 
Charles F. Trapp, (22) 
Grosse Pointe. 
William A, Walker, (19) 
Detroit. 


Midland. 


Myron Johnson, 
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DIOCESE OF MILWAUKEE 


Clerical Deputies 
Ven. Stanley Atkins, (8) 


Milwaukee, Wis. 


Rev. Arthur A. Vogel, Ph.D., (20) 


N ashotah, Wis. 


Rev. Winfield E. Post, (51) 


Racine, Wis. 


Rev. Ronald Ortmayer, (16) 


Janesville, Wis. 


Lay Deputies 

George Leisenring 

Milwaukee, Wis. 
Howard T. Foulkes, LL.D., (9) 

Milwaukee, Wis. 
Glenn Simpson, 

Wauwatosa, Wis. 
Kenneth Pattow, 

Ft. Atkinson, Wis. 


DIOCESE OF MINNESOTA 


Very Rev. Henry N. Hancock, D.D., 
(21) Minneapolis. 
Rev. John W. Hildebrand, (20)9 


Rev. Samuel W. Cook, (8)9 


Duluth. 


Rochester. 


Rev. T. Ronald Taylor, (10) 


St. Paul. 


John W. Gregg, (31) 


DIOCESE OF MISSISSIPPI 


Very Rene Christoph Keller, Jr., 
(20) 10 Jackson. 
Rev. Patrick H. Sanders, Jr., (20) 


Greenville. 


Rev. Duncan M. Hobart, S.T.D., 
(11) Jackson. 
Rev. ae Frederick J. Bush, 


(18) 12 Jackson. 


Minneapolis. 
E. G. Carpenter, (30) 
St. Paul. 
H. E. Westmoreland, 
Duluth, 
Arthur R. Swan, 
Rochester. 
Oscar C. Carr, Jr.,11 
Clarksdale. 
Sherwood W. Wise, (50) 11 
Jackson. 
Marvin F. Sigmon, Jr., 
Sherard. 
Hon. Reynolds S. Cheney, (6) 
Jackson, 


DIOCESE OF MISSOURI 


Ven. Anthony J. Morley, 
See 
Ven. Charles F. Rehkopf, (1)18 


St. Louis. 


Very Rev. Wm. H. Mead, 


St. Louis. 


Rev. Arthur R. Steidemann, 


Kirkwood. 


Louis. 


George T. Guernsey III, (8) 


St. Louis. 
Forrest Crane, (31) 

Columbia. 
Hiram W. Neuwoehner, Jr., (14) 

St. Louis. 


Walter Swearengen, (20) 
Jefferson City. 


DIOCESE OF MONTANA 


Rev. Ernest Badenoch, (52) 


Bozeman. 


Very Rev. Raymond Brown,14 
Helena 

Rev. Jackson Gilliam, (19) 

Rev. Leigh Wallace, 


Great Falls. 
Billings. 


David Ayres, 


Hamilton. 
Walter Trerise, 
Helena. 
James Garlington, (47) 
Missoula. 
Donald Mackay, 
Roscoe. 


9 The Rev. J. Greenlee Haynes took the place of The Rev. Mr. Hildebrand for the 8th 
day only, and also took the place of The Rey. Mr. Cook for the 6th day only. 
10 The Rev. Duncan M. Gray, Jr. took the place of the Rev. Mr. Keller from the 3rd 


to the afternoon of the 8th day. 


11 (Mr. Raybourne Fraser took the place of Mr. Carr for the afternoon of the 4th day 
only, and also took the place of Mr. Wise for the 6th day only. 

12 The Rev. Alex D. Dickson, Jr. took the place of Rev. Canon Bush on the 6th day only. 
13 The Rev. Elsom Eldridge took the place of The Ven. Mr. Rehkopf on the 6th day only. 
14 The Rey. Thomas Best took the place of Dean Brown on the 8th day. 
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DIOCESE OF NEBRASKA > 


Clerical Deputies 
Rev. James Stilwell, (13) 


Rev. James Brice Clark, ee 
Rev. Richard F. Miles, Sr., (18) 45 


Lincoln. 
maha. 


Kearney. 


Rev. Donald F. Haviland, (6) 


Omaha. 


- Boyd R. Hammond, (1) 


Lay Deputies 


ee Fremont. 
John O. Jones, 


Reginald M. Sutton, (30) 
New York, N.Y. 


McCook. 


Seward. 


Cletus Brooks, 


DIOCESE OF NEW HAMPSHIRE 


Rev. Hobart H. Heistand, (16) 


Concord. 


Rev. Edward H. MacBurney, 


Hanover. 


Rev. Clinton L. Morrill, 


Rev. Roswell O. Moore,1& 


Concord. 


Exeter. 


James S. Barker, (31) 


Warren A. Doefler, (8) 
North Conway. 
Eric N. Ebbeson, (10) 


Richard H. Webb, (11) 
Mt. Sunapee. 


Concord. 


Rye. 


DIOCESE OF NEW JERSEY 


Very Rev. Lloyd G. Chattin, (3) 


Trenton. 


Rev. Howard B. Miller, Th.D., (41) 


Collingswood, 


Rev. enon Raymond H. Miller, 
1 


Sea Girt. 


Ven. Canon Samuel Steinmetz, Jr., 


(47) Trenton. 


Walter E. Cooper, (6) 

Cranford. 
J. Arthur Jones,17 

Camden. 
Hon. Daniel S. Weigand, (3)17 

Red Bank. 
S. Leonard Davidson, (46) 

Fair Haven. 


DIOCESE OF NEW MEXICO AND SOUTHWEST TEXAS 


Rev. Konrad E. Kelley, Jr., 


Mesilla Park, N. M. 


Rev. Milton A. Rohane, 


Farmington, N. M. 


Rev. Esteban Saucedo, 


El Paso, Texas. 


Rev. William H. Wolfrum, 


Los Alamos, N. M. 


Shelby C. Hogan, (46) 
Albuquerque, N. M. 
William Ikard II, (50) 
Mesquite, N. M. 
Tom B. Newman, Jr., 
El Paso, Texas. 
Lewis K. Thompson, 
1 Paso, Texas. 


DIOCESE OF NEW YORK 


Rev. John M. Krumm, 


PhD, Sil.Ds (10) New York. 
Rev. Powel M. Dawley, Ph.D., D.D., 
New York. 


Rev. Canon Bernard C. Newman, 
SG New York. 
Rev. Raymond T. Ferris, (47) 


Bronxville. 


Clifford P. Morehouse, LL.D., (15) 
New York. 


New York. 
Dr. Charles R. Lawrence, (22) 
Pomona. 
Samuel G. Welles, Jr., (45) 
Pelham. 


Andrew Oliver, (9)18 


15 The Rev. Donald J. West took the place of The Rev. Mr. Clark on the afternoon of 
the 2nd day only, and also took the place of The Rev. Mr. Miles on the morning of the 


yi day o 


only, 
6 The Rev. 2, Bradford Young took the place of The Rev. Mr. Moore on the 9th day 


only. 
7 Mr. Fred Bebbington took the place of Mr. Jones on the evening of the 8th day only, 


and also took the place of The 


Hon. Mr. Weigand on the 9th day. 


18 Mr, Charles F. Bound took the place of Mr. Oliver on the 9th day. 
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DIOCESE OF NEWARK 


Clerical Deputies 


Rey. George M. Bean, (12) 
Montclair, N. J. 
Rey. Herbert S. Brown, S.T.D., (2) 
Newark, N. J. 
Rey. John R. Edler, (1) 
Oakland, N. J. 
Very Rev. Ledlie I. Laughlin, Jr., 
Newark, N. J. 


Lay Deputies 
Hon. Herbert H. Tate, (22) 


Newark, N. J. 

Frederick Gilman, 
Pompton Lakes, N. J. 

Joseph Leidy, (33) 
Morristown, N. J. 
Rear Adm. Edward K. Walker, (30) 
Glen Rock, N. J. 


DIOCESE OF NORTH CAROLINA 


Rev. Carl F. Herman, (4) 
Greensboro. 
Rev. Thom W. Blair, (30)19 


Charlotte. 
Rev. John A, Gray, 


Wi 
Rev. Thomas J. C. Smyth, (5) 
Greensboro. 


Ison. 


Henry C. Bourne, 


Tarboro. 
George D. Penick, M.D., (10) 
Chapel Hill. 
Henry W. Lewis, 
Chapel Hill. 
H. Gilliam Nicholson, 
Raleigh. 


DIOCESE OF NORTHERN CALIFORNIA 


Very Rev. J. Ogden Hoffman, Ph.D., 
(33) Sacramento, Cal. 

Rev. Edward McNair, D.D., (47) 
Santa Rosa, Cal. 

Rev. Kenneth B. Samuelson, (14) 
Sebastopol, Cal. 

Rey. Charles Eldon Davis, 

Benicia, Cal. 


Hugh A. Evans, (52)2° 
Sacramento, Cal. 
Robert F. Gaines, (10) 
Sacramento, Cal. 
Charles W. Tuttle, (20) 
Colusa, Cal. 
Richard F. Wollesen, (13) 
Sacramento, Cal. 


DIOCESE OF NORTHERN INDIANA 


Very Rev. Robert F. Royster, (17) 


South Bend. 


Rev. William C. R. Sheridan, D.D., 
50 Plymouth, 
Rev. Carl H. Richardson, 


Rey. B. Linford Eyrick, 


Elkhart. 


LaPorte. 


Paul W. Philips, (20) 


DIOCESE OF NORTHERN MICHIGAN 


Rey. Canon J. W. Robertson, (7) 
Iron Mountain. 
Rev. Ben F. Helmer, 
Escanaba. 


Rev. W. W. Wiedrich, (21) 
Houghton. 
Ven. Carlson Gerdau, (43) 


Munising. 


Fort Wayne. 
Philip C. Childs, 
LaPorte. 
Eugene E. Furry, 
Plymouth. 
Kenneth E. Kintner, O.D., (20) 
Mishawaka. 
Clifford Lewis, (46) 
Curtis. 
Joseph Neudert, (1) 
Menominee. 
Willard Nancarrow, (12) 
Houghton. 
Ralph McBain, 
Marquette. 


19 The Rey. E. Dudley Colhoun, Jr., took the place of The Rey. Mr. Blair on the 9th day. 
20 Mr. Reginald M. Watt took the place of Mr. Evans on the 3rd day only. 
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DIOCESE OF NORTHWEST TEXAS 


Clerical Deputies 
Rev. Donald N. Hungerford, (42) 


Odessa. 
Rev. Edward Dentzer, (13) 
Abilene. 
Rev. Kenneth Clark, : 
Vernon. 
Rev. James Mock, 
Plainview. 


Lay Deputies 


‘Lee T. Bivins, (11) 


DIOCESE OF OHIO 


Rev. David R. Thornberry, D.D., 
(6) Shaker Heights. 
Ven. Louis M. Brereton, D.D., (3) 


Cleveland. 

Rev. Richard M. Trelease, Jr., D.D., 

11 Akron. 
Rev. Solomon Jacobs,21 

Cleveland. 


: Amarillo. 
George Miller, (19) 
Lubbock. 
Armistead Rust, (46) 
Menard. 
Risher M. Thornton III, (41) 
Midland. 
John S. Ballard, 
Akron. 
Hugh C. Laughlin, (53) 
Maumee. 
Elmer G. Beamer, (9) 
Cleveland. 
F. Edward Lund, 
Gambier. 


DIOCESE OF OKLAHOMA 


Rev. Herbert N. Conley, (20) 
Oklahoma City. 
Rev. Charles E. Wilcox, (31) 


Tulsa. 
Very Rev. John C. VanDyk, (30)22 
Oklahoma City. 
Rev. Otto H. Anderson, 
Norman. 


Roy C. Lytle, (7) 
Oklahoma City. 
Malcolm Deisenroth, 


Tulsa. 
Don Gatchell, (18) 
Tulsa. 
Charles Standley, 
Norman. 


DIOCESE OF OLYMPIA 


Very Rev. John C. Leffler, D.D., 
(15), (41)28 Seattle, Wash. 
Rey. Lincoln P. Eng,(52)24 
y Seattle, Wash. 
Rev. Paul E. Langpaap, (9)28 
Seattle, Wash. 
Rey. Arnold A. Fenton,25 
Tacoma, Wash. 


B. Franklin Miller, (30) 26 
Seattle, Wash. 
George Farnsworth, (42) 
Greenbank, Wash. 
Samuel Brown, (46) 27 
Gig Harbor, Wash. 
Paul Uhlman, (17) 
Seattle, Wash. 


21 The Rey. G. Russel Hargate, D.D., took the place of The Rev. Mr. Jacobs on the 
4th day only. 

22 The Rev. James E. Dillinger took the place of Dean Van Dyk on the Sth day only. 
23 The Rev. Charles Howard Perry took the place of The Very Rev. Dr. Leffler on the 
2nd day only, and also took the place of The Rev. Mr. Langpaap on the 4th day only, 
and again on the evening of the 8th day only. 

24 The Rey. Arthur A. Vall-Spinosa took the place of The Rey. Mr. Eng from the Ist 
day to the 4th day. 

25 The Rey. Wayne B. Williamson took the place of The Rev. Mr. Fenton on the after- 
noon of the 5th day only. 

26 Mr. John Strickland took the place of Mr, Miller on the evening of the 8th day only. 
ee George Shipman took the place of Mr. Brown on the afternoon of the 7th day 
only. 
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DIOCESE OF OREGON 


Clerical Deputies 
Rev. Lee Owen Stone, (3)28 


P. 
Rev. Clarence T. Abbott,29 
Rev. Donald B. Walster, (8) 


Eugene. 


Rev. Louis B. Keiter, D.D., (9) 


Berkeley, Cal. 


ortland. 
Portland. 


DIOCESE OF PENNSYLVANIA 


Rey. Paul M. Washington, (22) 
Philadelphia. 
Rev. Charles H. Long, Jr., (21) 


Glenside. 
Very Rev. Edward G. Harris, 
Philadelphia. 
Rev. John J. Albert, 
Narberth. 
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Lay Deputies 
L. Dale Pederson, (19) 
Eugene. 
Hon. Clay Myers,30 
Salem. 
Robert A. Leedy,31 
Portland. 
Dr. John P. Anderson,31 
Portland. 
M. Luther Kauffman, M.D., (5) 
Glenside. 
P. Blair Lee, (20) 
Philadelphia, 
Howard Kellogg, 
Bryn Mawr. 
Charles L. Ritchie, Jr., 
Philadelphia. 


DIOCESE OF PITTSBURGH 


Very Rev. A. Dixon Rollit, D.D., 
(20) Pittsburgh, ’Pa. 
Rev. Max Eugene Smith, 


Butler, Pa. 


Rev. Benedict Williams, D.D., (17) 


Sewickley, Pa. 


Rev. Charles Percy Martin, 


Verona, Pa. 


Henry Chalfant, (19) 
Pittsburgh, Pa. 
General Malcolm Hay, (7) 
Pittsburgh, Pa, 
Linwood Lewis Adams, (12) 
Glenshaw, Pa. 


Pittsburgh, Pa. 


Norman Cowie,32 


DIOCESE OF QUINCY 


Rev. Theron R. Hughes, (5) 


Peoria, Ill. 


Very Rev. Gordon E. Gillett, (9) 


Peoria, Ill. 


Rev. Wayne L. Johnson, (14) 


Rock Island, Iil. 


Rev. Canon George C. Stacey, 
Peoria, Ill. 


James B. Fulton, 


Clifford L. Schertz, 


Kewanee, Ill. 
Tiskilwa, Ill, 
Rock Island, Ill. 
Macomb, Ill. 


Ben Potter, 
Dave Nabor, (51) 


DIOCESE OF RHODE ISLAND 


Rev. Gordon J, Stenning, (18) 


Portsmouth, 


Ven. William L. Kite, (1) 


Providence. 


Rev. Alexander D. Stewart, (30) 


Riverside. 


Rev. Frederick H. Belden, (40) 
North Kingstown. 


Joseph W. Vanable, Sr., (2) 


Providence. 
Philip M. Shires, (50) 
Warwick. 
Ambrose A. Campbell, (3) 
Cranston, 
John Nicholas Brown, (20) 
Providence. 


28 The Rev. Leslie D. Dunton took the place of The Rev. Mr. Stone on the morning of 


the Sth day only. 


29 The Very Rev. Joseph L. O’Rillion took the place of the Rev. Mr. 


afternoon of the 7th day only. 


Abbott on the 


30 Mr. Edward Le Beck took the place of The Hon. Mr. Myers on the morning of the 7th 


day only. 


$1 Mr. R. Stevens Gilley took the place of Mr. Leedy on the 6th day only, and also 
feck the place of Dr. Anderson on the morning of the 7th day only. 
32 Mr. William S. Tallman, Jr., took the place of Mr. Cowie on the Ist day only. 
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Clerical Deputies 


Rev. Donald A. Stivers, (8) 
Rochester, N. Y. 
Rev. George E. Stiegler, 
Rochester, N. Y. 
Very Rev. Donald H. Gratiot, 
SoD? Cid) Rochester, N. Y. 
Rev. Walter E. Muir, (13) 
Rochester, N. Y. 
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Lay Deputies 

Donald R. Harter, (4) 

Rochester, N. Y. 
Rochester, N. Y. 
Wellsville, N. Y. 


Rochester, N. Y. 


Russell Coward, 
Lee Harder, (40) 


Roger Quinn, 


DIOCESE OF SAN JOAQUIN 


Rev. Victor M. Rivera, D.D., (1)38 
Visalia, Cal. 
Very Rev. Harry B. Lee, (42) 
Fresno, Cal. 
Rev. George R. Turney, (50)33 
Fresno, Cal. 
Rev. Peter N. A. Barker, (21)33 
Stockton, Cal. 


James A. Barnum, (21) 
Fresno, Cal. 
Frank Hanway, 
Stockton, Cal. 
Horace Henry Meday, 
Taft, Cal. 


Robert J. Newell, (5)34 
Bakersfield, Cal. 


DIOCESE OF SOUTH CAROLINA 


Rev. 
Rev. 
Rev. 


Joseph R. Horn, (18) 
Florence. 
Canon Thomas S. Tisdale, (21) 


Charleston. 
Charles F. Duvall, 
Charleston. 
Rev. Lynwood C. Magee, (31) 
Florence. 


Walter M. Hart, M.D., 


Donald M. White, Jr., 
Mt. Pleasant. 


Florence. 


Julian T. Buxton, 
Sumter. 
George B. Daniels, (1) 
Charleston. 


DIOCESE OF SOUTH FLORIDA 


Rev. 
Rev. 
Rev. 


George Paul Reeves, 
Miami 
William Hopkins Folwell, 
Winter Park. 
Richard Ivan Brown, 
Lake Wales. 
Rev. Harold Lyttleton Zimmerman, 
Pompano Beach. 


Arthur Scranton Gibbons, 
Tampa. 
Robert Darwin Tylander, 
Boca Raton. 
Lewis E. Cooke, (41), (47) 
Sarasota. 
Donald Alexander MacDonald, Jr., 
Palm Beach, 


DIOCESE OF SOUTHERN OHIO 


Rey. William N. Hawley, 
Oxford. 
Very Rev. Almus M. Thorp, D.D., 
(40) Gambier. 
Rey. Morris F. Arnold, D.D., (30) 
Cincinnati. 
Rev. H.-R. Wiechert, (50) 
Dayton. 


Smith Hickenlooper, Jr., 


Cincinnati. 
Robert L. Black, Jr., (11)35 

Cincinnati. 
Fredriks D. Berger, (6) 

Cincinnati. 
James Betz, 

Gallipolis. 


83 The Rev. Victor Hatfield took the place of The Rev. Dr. Rivera on the afternoon of 
the 7th day only; also took the place of The Rev. Mr. Turney on the afternoon of the 
2nd day only, and also took the place of The Rev. Mr. Barker on the 8th day only. 
34 Mr. Charles Roland Bailey took the place of Mr. Newe!l on the evening of the 8th day. 
35 Charles P. Taft, LL.D., took the place of Mr. Black on the 5th day. 
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DIOCESE OF SOUTHERN VIRGINIA 


Clerical Deputies 
Rev. C. Charles Vaché, (9) 
Portsmouth. 
Rev. Boston M. Lackey, Jr., (41) 
Petersburg. 
Rev. Sydney C. Swann, Jr., (1) 
Norfolk. 
Ven. Robert E. Megee, Jr., (8) 
Petersburg. 


DIOCESE OF SOUTHWESTERN VIRGINIA 


Rev. Richard R. Beasley, D.D., 
Roanoke. 
Rev. B. Clifton Reardon,3¢ 


Roanoke. 
Rev. Richard Tyree, 
Lynchburg. 
Rev. Edgar T. Ferrell, Jr., 
Marion. 
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Lay Deputies 
Seaborn J. Flournoy, (31) 
Norfolk. 
Jack H. Mason, (4) 
Norfolk. 
Robert M. Reed, 
Portsmouth. 
Hon. F. Nelson Light, 
Chatham. 
Bristow Hardin, Jr., 
Roanoke. 
Dr. Robert F, Bondurant, 
Roanoke, 
Ben Parrott, (21) 
Roanoke. 
Harry Nash, (16) 
Waynesboro. 


DIOCESE OF SPOKANE 


Rev. Ernest J. Mason, (6) 

Spokane, Wash. 
Rev. David S. Alkins, Mus.D., (18)37 

Walla Walla, Wash. 

Rev. Peter Stretch, (12) 

Lewiston, Idaho. 
Rev. John P. Gorsuch, 
Yakima, Wash. 


Ford S. Barrett, (40) 
Spokane, Wash. 
James Goodfellow, 
Wenatchee, Wash. 
Chris. I. Anderson, 
Richland, Wash. 
Paul M. Ellis, M.D., 
Wallace, Idaho. 


DIOCESE OF SPRINGFIELD 


Ven. O. Dudley Reed, 
Danville, Ill. 


Rev. Darwin B. Bowers, (41)38 
Decatur, Ill. 
Rev. James H. Pearson, (52) 
Edwardsville, Ill. 
Rey. Harris J. Mowry, 
Champaign, Ill. 


James Winning, 

Springfield, Ill. 
Col. Alexander R. MacMillan 
Carbondale, Ill. 


Thomas P. Shafer, (9) 
Danville, Ill. 


Raymond H. Burroughs, 
Collinsville, Ill. 


DIOCESE OF TENNESSEE 


Rev. Eric S. Greenwood, D.D., (51) 


Memphis. 
Rev. William G. Pollard, Ph.D., (19) 
Oak Ridge. 
Very Rev. William A. Dimmick, 
Memphis. 
Rev. Tracy H. Lamar, Jr., (3) 
Knoxville. 


Charles M. Crump, (15), (17) 
Memphis. 
S. Shepherd Tate, (53) 
Memphis. 
Dr. Charles P. Wofford, (22) 


Johnson City. 
Will S. Keese, Jr., 
Chattanooga. 


86 The Rev. William Edwards took the place of The Rev. Mr. Reardon on the afternoon 


of the 9th day. 


87 The Rev. Marcus B. Hitchcock took the place of The Rev. Dr. Alkins on the 8th day 


only. 


38 The Rev. William V. Carpenter took the place of The Rev. Mr. Bowers on the evening 


of the 7th day only. 
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DIOCESE OF TEXAS 


Clerical Deputies Lay Deputies 
Rev. Roger H. Cilley, (9) J. L. Caldwell'McFaddin, (30) 
Galveston. Beaumont. 
Rey. J. Thomas Bagby, (5) Sheldon H. Crocker, (21) 
Houston. Houston. 
Rev. Canon Samuel N. Baxter, Philip A. Masquelette, (13) 
(47) 89 Austin. Houston. 
Rev. Stanley F. Hauser, Howard T. Tellepsen, (11) 
Houston. i ' Houston. 


DIOCESE OF UPPER SOUTH CAROLINA 


Rev. William W. Lumpkin, D.D., W. Croft Jennings, (31) 
(18) Rock Hill. Columbia. 

Ven. William A. Beckham, Arthur C. McCall, 

Columbia. Greenville. 
Rev. John M. Barr, David G. Ellison, Jr., (3) 

Columbia. Columbia. 
Rev. Clyde L. Ireland, H. S. Howie, Jr., (46) 

Greenville. York. 


DIOCESE OF VERMONT 
Rev. Canon Robert L. Clayton, (45) John W. Flint, (42) 


Manchester Center. . Stowe. 
Rey. Frederick B. Wolf, (10) Charles L. Park, Jr., (20) 
Bennington. Northfield. 
Rev. Alexander J. Smith, Hon. Ernest W. Gibson, (6) 
Essex Junction. Brattleboro. 
Very Rev. Robert S. Kerr, (1) Frederick H. Welling, 
Burlington. North Bennington. 
DIOCESE OF VIRGINIA 
Rev. John A. Baden, (16) E. Holcombe Palmer, Esq., (30) 
Winchester. Richmond. 
Rev. A. T. Mollegen, D.D., S.T.D., John Paul Causey, (1) 
(11 Alexandria. West Point. 
Rev. H. Coleman McGehee, Jr., (7) George R. Humrickhouse, (6) 
Alexandria. Richmond. 
Ven. W. Leigh Ribble, D.D., (3) Shearer C. Bowman, Jr., (18) 
Richmond. Richmond. 
DIOCESE OF WASHINGTON 
Rev. William A. Wendt, Hon. Oliver Gasch, (7) 
Washington, D. C. Washington, D.C. 
Rev. James C. Fenhagen,40 Philip N. Whittaker, 
Washington, D.C. Potomac, Md. 
Rev. E. Felix Kloman, John A. Elder, 
DD SDs (21) Washington, D. C. 
Washington, D.C. Earl E. Eisenhart, Jr., 
Rev. William A. Beal, Washington, DEC: 


Chevy Chase, Ma. 


39 The Rev. Thomas W. Summers took the place of The Rev. Canon Baxter on the 
afternoon of the 9th day. 

Sane Rev. H. Albion Percel took the place of The Rev. Mr. Fenhagen on the 6th day 
only, 
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DIOCESE OF WEST MISSOURI 


Clerical Deputies 
Rev. David C. Patrick, 


Rey. Allen R. Hingston,41 
Kansas City. 
Very Rev. Donald R. Woodward, 
(17) Kansas City. 
Rev. Samuel S. Johnston, 


Joplin. 


Shawnee Mission. 


Lay Deputies 
Philip S. Lyon, (30) 


George A. Clay, (46) 


Kansas City. 


Kansas City. 
Roger L. Ewing, 

Kansas City. 
W. Hardy Hendren, 

Kansas City. 


DIOCESE OF WEST TEXAS 


Rev. Harold C. Gosnell, D.D., (13) 
San Antonio. 
Rey. Joseph L. ey (22) 
Corpus Christi. 
Rey. Canon Gerald McAllister, (50) 
San Antonio. 
Rev. Henry Clay T. Puckett, 


McAllen. 


Guy W. Alexander, 
Corpus Christi. 

William R. Rockwood, (18) 

Brownsville. 
Robert M. Ayres, Jr., (1) 

San Antonio. 
Anselmo O. Valdez, 

San Antonio. 


DIOCESE OF WEST VIRGINIA 


Rev. Allen H. Bartlett, Jr., (12) 


Charles Town, 


Rev. Walter J. Mycoff, (47) 


Charleston. 
Rev. Griffin C. Callahan, 
Parkersburg. 
Rev. David C. Bane, 
Bluefield. 


Stephen L. Christian, 
Huntington. 
Benton L. Fay, 
Barboursville. 
Thomas W. Boyd, (46) 


DIOCESE OF WESTERN MASSACHUSETTS 


Rev. Malcolm W. Eckel, (47) 


Pittsfield, 
Rev. Robert L. Curry, D.D., (33) 
Lenox. 
Rev. William M. Hale, (2) 
Westfield. 
Rev. G. Douglas Krumbhaar, M.D., 
Stockbridge. 


Huntington. 
John C. Anderson, 
Princeton. 
Paul L. Hinckley, (4) 
Holden. 
John W, Talbot, 
Williamstown. 


Russell L. Davenport, (7) 
South Hadley. 
William Lawrence, (13) 
Longmeadow. 


DIOCESE OF WESTERN MICHIGAN 


Rev. Benjamin V. Lavey, (4) 


Sturgis. 


Rey. William P. D. O’Leary, (20) 


Dowagiac, 


Rev. Francis J. Foley, (6) 
Rev. Samuel E. West, 


Traverse City. 


Marshall. 


41 The Rey. Clifford E. B. Nobes, D.D., 
the evening of the Sth day only. 


Robert A. Addison, (30) 


Sturgis. 
LaVern J. Wetherbee, Sr., 
Kalamazoo, 
Chester J. Byrns, 
St. Joseph. 


Charles R. Hornbach, 
Grand Rapids. 


took the place of The Rev. Mr. Hingston on 
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DIOCESE OF WESTERN NEW YORK 


Clerical Deputies Lay Deputies 
Ven. Henry P. Krusen, S.T.D., (6) William C. Baird, (22) 
Buffalo. Buffalo. 
Very Rev. Harold B. Robinson, (20) L. Woodrow Porter, 
Buffalo. Buffalo. 
Rev. Canon Burtis M. Dougherty, Melvin W. Elliott, (21) 
(17) Buffalo. Buffalo. 
Rev. Peter M. Sturtevant, James F. Linden, 
Buffalo. Buffalo. 
DIOCESE OF WESTERN NORTH CAROLINA 
Rev. Gale D. Webbe, A. Burnet Stoney, (30) 
Highlands. Morganton. 
Rev. James M. Hindle, David F. Felmet, Sr.,- (13) 
Tryon. Waynesville. 
Rev. Richard W. Turkelson, Roland Potter, (8) 
Hickory. N. Wilkesboro. 
Rev. Welch K. Tester, (16) Edgar Hartley, Jr., 
Hendersonville. Hendersonville. 


DIOCESE OF WYOMING 
Rey. Raymond Hunter Clark, (9) 42 Jack Emery, (7) 42 


Sheridan. Casper. 
Rev. Howard Lee Wilson, Andrew Semsey, 
Casper. Gillette. 
Rev. John C. Tierney, Jack Igo, 
Laramie. Lakeville. 
Rev. William L. Larson, Dave Baskett, 
Cokeville. Casper. 


DEPUTIES FROM MISSIONARY DISTRICTS 


MISSIONARY DISTRICT OF ALASKA 


Clerical Lay 
Ven. Walter W. Hannum, (9) Herbert E. Davey, 
Point Hope. Anchorage. 
MISSIONARY DISTRICT OF COLOMBIA 
Ven. William Franklin, John Barnett, (3) 
Bogota. Medellin. 


MISSIONARY DISTRICT OF COSTA RICA 
Rev. William Frey,43 
San José. 


42 The Rev. Mr. Clark and Mr. Emery were Deputies from the Missionary District of 
Wyoming until the 2nd day. All were seated as Deputies from the Diocese of Wyoming 
on the 3rd day. 

43 The Rev. Mr. Frey took his seat as the Clerical Deputy from the Missionary District 
of Costa Rica on the 4th day. 
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MISSIONARY DISTRICT OF THE DOMINICAN REPUBLIC 


Clerical Lay 
Rev. Edmond Desueza, Dr. Carlos Burroughs, 
San Pedro de Macoris. Puerto Plata. 
MISSIONARY DISTRICT OF EASTERN OREGON 
Rev. Rustin R. Kimsey, Grant H. Rinehart, 
Baker. Nyssa. 
MISSIONARY DISTRICT OF ECUADOR 
Ven. Raymond Karl Riebs, Colonel Frank Benedict, (46) 
Guayaquil. Quito. 


MISSIONARY DISTRICT OF EL SALVADOR 
Ven. G. Edward Haynsworth (5)44 
San Salvador. 
MISSIONARY DISTRICT OF HAITI 
Rev. J. Simon Louis, Roger Jean, 
Port-au-Prince. Port-au-Prince. 
MISSIONARY DISTRICT OF HONDURAS 
Robert Stanley,45 


Tegucigalpa. 
MISSIONARY DISTRICT OF HONOLULU 
Rev. Claude F. DuTeil, D.D., (18) Hugh Shearer, (3) 
Kailua, Hawaii. Honolulu, Hawaii. 
MISSIONARY DISTRICT OF LIBERIA 
Rev. T. J. O. Gooding, Emmet Harmon, (19) 
Kabata. Monrovia. 
MISSIONARY DISTRICT OF MEXICO 
Rev. Jorge Martinez, Prof, Juan Araujo, 
Matamoros. México, D. F. 
MISSIONARY DISTRICT OF NEVADA 
Rev. Henry Jesse, Jr., John P. Thatcher, (1) 
Reno. Reno. 
MISSIONARY DISTRICT OF NORTH DAKOTA 
Very Rev. Harry W. Vere, (43)46 Kent H. Horton, (4)47 
Fargo. Jamestown. 
MISSIONARY DISTRICT OF OKINAWA 
Rev. Luke Kimoto,48 Luke Kabira,48 
Naha. Naha. 


44 Archdeacon Haynsworth was the Clerical Deputy from the Missionary District of 
Central America until the 3rd day. He was seated as the Clerical Deputy from the 
Missionary District of El Salvador on the 4th day. ee t 
45 Mr. Stanley was_ the Lay Deputy from the Missionary District of Central America 
until the 3rd day. He was seated as the Lay Deputy from the Missionary District of 
Honduras on the 4th day. 

46 The Rev. Harold S. Jones took the place of Dean Vere on the Sth day only. 

47 Mr. Thomas Conlon took the place of Mr. Horton on the 4th day only. ENS 

48 The Rev. Mr. Kimoto and Mr. Kabira were seated as Deputies from the Missionary 


District of Okinawa on the 2nd day. 
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MISSIONARY DISTRICT OF BANAT AND THE CANAL ZONE 


Clerical Lay 
Ven. Lemuel B. Shirley, (3) Victor T. Smith,: (22) 
Panamd, R.P. Balbaa, C. Z. 
MISSIONARY DISTRICT OF THE PHILIPPINES 
Rev. Canon Ramon A. Alipit, Frank Buteng, 
Manila. Zambales. 
MISSIONARY DISTRICT OF PUERTO RICO 
Rev. Canon J. Pastor Ruiz, (13) _ Jaime Maldonado, (31) 
Ponce. Ponce. 


MISSIONARY DISTRICT OF SOUTH DAKOTA 


Rev. William M. Fay, Cecil Schoeneman, (43) 
Pine Ridge. Sioux Falls. 
MISSIONARY DISTRICT OF TAIWAN 
Rev. Meng Chiu Chia, William Shih-Cheng Wang, 
Kangshan. Taipei. 
MISSIONARY DISTRICT OF UTAH 
Rev. Robert H. Cochrane, (4) Craddock Matthew Gilmour,49 
Salt Lake City. Salt Lake City. 
MISSIONARY DISTRICT OF THE VIRGIN ISLANDS 
Rev. Edward M. Turner, (47) Aubrey Anduze, D.D.S., (3) 
St. Croix. St. Croix. 
MISSIONARY DISTRICT OF WESTERN KANSAS 
Rev. David T. Agnew,5° Lloyd Aabel, (16)51 
Hays. Phillipsburg. 


ee 


CONVOCATION OF AMERICAN CHURCHES IN EUROPE 


Rev. Wilbur Woodhams, George Snyder, (8) 
Rome, Italy. Munich, Germany. 


49 Mr. Stephen Graves took the place of Mr. Gilmour on the 7th day. 
50 The Rev. William E. Craig took the place of The Rev. Mr. Agnew on the 7th day. 
51 Mr. Leonard Wood took the place of Mr. Aabel on the 9th day. 


$$ 


NOTE ABOUT NOMENCLATURE 
In the Roster of the House of Deputies, above, the titles, dignities, and degrees of 
ee eta to the extent that they have been made known to the Secretary’s Office, are 
note 
In the balance of this Journal, following the usage of the House, Clerical Deputies 


will be identified uniformiy as ‘THEO REVAIMT 2 eae eee »” and Lay Deputies as 
“SMps iid oe ae Cae ”, each with the name of his Diocese or Missionary District; 
thus, 


The Rev. Mr. Doe of Birmingham 
Mr. Roe of Carlisle 
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10. 


COMMITTEES OF THE HOUSE OF DEPUTIES 
AND THEIR OFFICERS 


————_—_$§_e—___—_. 


STANDING COMMITTEES 


. The State of the Church 


Mr. Causey of Virginia, Chairman 
The Rev. Mr. Rivera of San Joaquin, Secretary 


The General Theological Seminary 

Mr. Winning of Albany, Chairman 

The Rev. Mr. Hale of Western Massachusetts, Secretary 
Missions 

The Rev. Mr. Crawford of Arizona, Chairman 

Mr. Talbot of Iowa, Secretary 


Admission of New Dioceses 


The Rev. Mr. Herman of North Carolina, Chairman 
Mr. Harter of Rochester, Secretary 


Consecration of Bishops 
The Rev. Mr. Smyth of North Carolina, Chairman 
Mr. Doak of Maine, Secretary 


Amendments to the Constitution 
The Rev. Mr. Bloomfield of Lexington, Chairman 
Mr. Jones of Central New York, Secretary 


Canons 
The Rev. Mr. Robertson of Northern Michigan, Chairman 
Mr. Adams of California, Secretary 


. Elections 


The Rev. Mr. Atkins of Milwaukee, Chairman 
The Rev. Mr. Cook of Minnesota, Secretary 


. Book of Common Prayer 


The Rev. Mr. Lemoine of Long Island, Chairman 
The Rev. Mr. Keiter of Oregon, Secretary 


Christian Education 
The Rev. Mr. Murray of Erie, Chairman 
The Rev. Mr. Krumm of New York, Secretary 
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16. 
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18. 
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Christian Social Relations 
The Rev. Mr. Varley of Easton, Chairman 
The Rev. Mr. Mollegen of Virginia, Secretary 
Memorials of Deceased Members 
The Rev. Mr. Stretch of Spokane, Chairman 
Mr. Greer of Kentucky, Secretary 
The Church Pension Fund 
The Rev. Mr. Read of Connecticut, Chairman 
The Rev. Mr. Byfield of California, Secretary 
Certification of the Minutes 


The Rev. Mr. Estill of Kentucky, Chairman 
Mr. Belford of Harrisburg, Secretary 


Rules of Order 
Mr. Morehouse of New York, Chairman 
Mr. Crump of Tennessee, Secretary 
Rural Work 
The Rev. Mr. Ortmayer of Milwaukee, Chairman 
Mr. Aabel of Western Kansas, Secretary 
Dispatch of Business 
The Rev. Mr. Woodward of West Missouri, Chairman 
The Rev. Mr. Williams of Pittsburgh, Secretary 
Evangelism 
The Rev. Mr. Lumpkin of Upper South Carolina, Chairman 
The Rev. Mr. Horn of South Carolina, Secretary 
National and International Problems 
The Rev. Mr. Pollard of Tennessee, Chairman 
The Rev. Mr. Kingman of Central New York, Secretary 
Ecumenical Relations 
The Rev. Mr. O’Leary of Western Michigan, Chairman 
Mr. Brown of Rhode Island, Secretary 
Theological Education 
The Rev. Mr. Coburn of Massachusetts, Chairman 
The Rev. Mr. Long of Pennsylvania, Secretary 
Urban and Suburban Work 


The Rev. Mr. Gressle of Delaware, Chairman 
The Rev. Mr. Bartlett of California, Secretary 
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30. 


os 


53. 


40. 


41. 


42. 


43. 


45. 


46. 


47. 


50. 


JOINT STANDING COMMITTEES 


Program and Budget 
Mr. Palmer of Virginia, Secretary 


Expenses 


Mr. Flournoy of Southern Virginia, Vice-Chairman 
Mr. Kent of Long Island, Secretary 


Committees and Commissions 
The Rev. Mr. Curry of Western Massachusetts, Secretary 


NOMINATING COMMITTEES 


For Executive Council 


The Rev. Mr. Thorp of Southern Ohio, Chairman 
Mr. McDonald of Lexington, Secretary 


Place of Next General Convention (Joint) 


The Rev. Mr. Leffler of Olympia, Vice-Chairman 
Mr. Rash of Kentucky, Secretary 


For Church Pension Fund Trustees (Joint) 
Mr. Buell of Albany, Secretary 


For Treasurer of the General Convention (Joint) 
The Rev. Mr. Madison of Maryland, Secretary 


SPECIAL COMMITTEES 


Privilege and Courtesy 


The Rev. Mr. Cox of Dallas, Chairman 
Mr. Glover of Michigan, Secretary 


Sergeant-at-Arms and Assistants 
Mr. Lewis of Northern Michigan, Sergeant-at-Arms 


Structure 
The Rev. Mr. McNair of Northern California, Chairman 
Mr. Worsham of Dallas, Secretary 


Stewardship 
Mr. Ikard of New Mexico and Southwest Texas, Chairman 
The Rev. Mr. McAllister of West Texas, Secretary 


~ 
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51. Church Music 
The Rev. Mr. Greenwood of Tennessee, Chairman 
Mr. Nave of Lexington, Secretary 


52. Adjourned Convention (Joint) 
The Rev. Mr. Pearson of Springfield, Vice-Chairman 
Mr. Evans of Northern California, Secretary 


53. Drafting Legislation 
The Rev. Mr. Baxter of Texas, Chairman 
Mr. Tate of Tennessee, Secretary 


JOURNAL 
OF THE 
HOUSE OF DEPUTIES 


a See 
FIRST DAY 


MonpDaAY, SEPTEMBER 19, 1967 


The President of the House, Clifford P. Morehouse, LL.D., of 
New York, called the House to order at 10:00 a.m. 
Opening Devotions 


The Chair presented the Very Rev. Robert F. Capon, S.T.D., of 
Long Island, and announced his appointment as Chaplain of the 
House. The Deputies recited the Apostles Creed, and the Chaplain 
read prayers and conducted the morning devotions, with a medi- 
tation. The devotions closed with a récitation of the Lord’s Prayer. 


Roll-Call 


The Secretary pro tem was instructed to proceed to the calling 
of the roll. 


It was moved that, pursuant to Rule #2, the reading of the roll 
be dispensed with. 
Motion carried 


The Secretary certified that a quorum was present. 


Secretary and Assistants 


The President called for nominations for the office of Secretary 
of the House. 


The Rev. Mr. Bartlett of California nominated the Rev, Canon 
Charles M. Guilbert of California, 


It was moved and seconded— 


That the nominations be closed, and that the Chair cast a unanimous 
ballot for Canon Guilbert. : ; 
Motion carried 


The Chair announced that Canon Guilbert had been duly elected 
as Secretary of this House. 


The Secretary, with the approval of the House, announced the 
133 
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appointment of the Rev. Robert E. Holzhammer of Iowa and the 
Rev. Herbert Barsale of Central New York as Assistant Secretaries. 
No. action necessary 


Organization of the House 


The Rev. Mr. Woodward of West Missouri presented Report #1 
of the Committee on Dispatch of Business, and moved that a Mess- 
age be sent to the House of Bishops informing that House that the 
House of Deputies was now organized and ready for business. 


The following Resolution was adopted: 


That a Committee of two Deputies, one Presbyter and one Layman, 
be appointed by the President to convey the greetings of this House to 
the House of Bishops, and to inform that House that the House of 
Deputies has been duly organized with Clifford P. Morehouse of New 
York as President, the Very Rev. John C. Leffler of Olympia as Vice- 
President, and the Rev. Canon Charles M. Guilbert as Secretary, and 
that it is now ready to proceed to business. 

Resolution adopted 


[Communicated to the House of Bishops in Message No. 1.] 


The Chair announced the House organized for business at 10:18 
a.m. 


The Chair appointed the Rev. Mr. Leffler of Olympia and Mr. 
Phillips of Erie to carry Message No. 1 to the House of Bishops. 


Compliance with Canons Regarding Amendments to Constitution 


The Secretary announced that, pursuant to Canon 1, Sec. 1 (e), 
he had notified the Ecclesiastical Authorities of every Diocese, 
Missionary District, and the Convocation of the American Churches 
in Europe, and the Secretaries of record of the Conventions and 
Convocations of the said jurisdictions, concerning the six Amend- 
ments to the Constitution of this Church proposed by the General 
Convention of 1964 and to be finally acted upon at this Convention. 
He supplied evidence of the foregoing, as follows: 


a. Return-receipts of the delivery of the communications as aforesaid, 
which were sent, pursuant to the Canon, by registered mail. 


b. Signed certificates from the Secretaries of all but one Diocese and 
of all but six Missionary Districts that the said proposed Amend- 
ments had been made known to the said jurisdictions. 


Resignations of Bishops 


To the House of Deputies: 
In accordance with the provisions of Canon 40, Sec. 6(b) and Canon 
42, Sec. 8(d), I hereby certify that the following is the list of the 
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resignations of Bishops which have been accepted since the meeting of 
the General Convention in 1964. 


Name Canon Date Effective 
Arnold Meredith Lewis 42, 8(a) January 31, 1965 
Richard Henry Baker 42, 8(b) July 8, 1965 
Albert Ervine Swift 42, 8(f) August 1, 1965 
John Thomas Heistand 42, 7(a) October 1, 1966 
Duncan Montgomery Gray 42, 8(b) May 31, 1966 
James Albert Pike 42, 8(b) September 15, 1966 
Allen Jerome Miller 42, 8(b) January 1, 1967 
Russell Sturgis Hubbard 42, 8(b) April 30, 1967 
Charles Packard Gilson 42, 8(a) September 30, 1967 


JOHN E. HINES 
Presiding Bishop 


Schedule of Daily Sessions 


The Rev. Mr. Woodward of West Missouri presented Report +2 
of the Committee on Dispatch of Business, and moved the following 
Resolution: 


That, unless otherwise ordered, the daily sessions of this House for the 
first week be scheduled as follows: 


Monday, September 18, 10:00 a.m. to 12:30 p.m., 2:00 p.m. to 4.00 p.m. 
Tuesday, September 19, 9:00 a.m to 12:30 p.m., 2:00 p.m. to 4:00 p.m. 
Wednesday, September 20, 9:00 a.m. to 12:00 m., 1:30 p.m. to 3:30 p.m. 
Thursday, September 21, 9:00 a.m. to 12:30 p.m., 2:00 p.m. to 4:00 p.m. 
Friday, September 22, 9:00 a.m. to 12:30 p.m., 2:00 p.m. to 4:00 p.m. 


Saturday, September 23, 9:00 a.m. to 12:00 m. : 
Resolution adopted 


Schedule of Joint Sessions 


The Rev. Mr. Woodward of West Missouri presented Report #3 
of the Committee on Dispatch of Business and moved a Resolution 
calling for three Joint Sessions of the General Convention. 


(See page 298—“Joint Sessions”) 
Final Action: Adopted 


Welcome to Ecumenical Visitors 
The Rev. Mr. Woodward of West Missouri presented Report #5 


of the Committee on Dispatch of Business, and moved the following 
Resolution: 
That, except during executive session, the public be invited to attend 


the sessions of this House, and to sit in the seats provided for them. 
Resolution adopted 
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Seating of Alternate Deputies 


The Rev, Mr. Woodward of West Missouri presented Report #6 
of the Committee on Dispatch of Business, and moved the follow- 
ing Resolution: 


That Alternate Deputies and former members of this House; Presidents 
of Church Colleges; Deans of Church Seminaries; the President, Vice- 
Presidents, Secretary, Treasurer, and elected members of the Executive 
Council, and Directors and Associate Directors of Departments and 
General Divisions of the Executive Council, be seated, except during 
executive session, at unassigned tables at the rear of the chamber. 


Resolution adopted 
Admission to the Floor of the House 


The Rev. Mr. Woodward of West Missouri presented Report #7 
of the Committee on Dispatch of Business and moved the follow- 
ing Resolution: 


That the House be reminded that, according to the Rules, no one 
shall be admitted to the floor of the House except members of the House. 


Resolution adopted 
Special Order of Business 


The Rev. Mr. Woodward of West Missouri presented Report #8 
on the Dispatch of Business and moved the following Resolution: 


That there be set at this time a Special Order of Business for the 
purpose of hearing and acting upon the Report of the Committee on 
Rules of Order. 


Resolution adopted 
Rules of Order—Organization 


Mr. Crump of Tennessee presented Report #1 of the Committee 
on Rules of Order and announced that the Committee had met at 
the Episcopal Church Center in New York, on May 19, 1967, and 
had elected the following officers: Clifford P. Morehouse, Chairman, 
and Charles M. Crump, Secretary. 

Report received 


Rules of Order, House of Deputies 


Mr. Crump of Tennessee presented Report +2 of the Committee 
on Rules of Order and moved adoption of the following Resolution: 


That HD 65, being the Rules of Order and Standing Orders attached 
thereto as Sections A and B, respectively, of Supplement D, “Rules of 
Order—House of Deputies”, be adopted as the Rules of Order and 
Standing Orders of the House of Deputies of the General Convention 
of 1967, to continue in force until amended, repealed or superseded. 


Mr. Crump spoke to the Resolution. 
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Mr. Cheney of Mississippi moved an amendment to proposed 
Rule 26, paragraph d, sub-paragraph (5) (“to vote immediately or 
at times certain, or to extend debate”), to the effect that such a 
motion ought to require a simple majority rather than a two-thirds 
majority. 


Mr. Cooper of New Jersey spoke in opposition to the amendment. 


The amendment was put to a vote. 
Motion not carried 


The original Resolution was put to a vote. 
Resolution adopted 


Joint Rules of Order 


Mr. Crump of Tennessee presented Report +3 of the Committee 
on Rules of Order and moved Resolution HD 66, to adopt Section C 
of Supplement D, being the Joint Rules of the House of Bishops and 
the House of Deputies. 


(See Part III—“Joint Rules of Order’) 


Final Action: Adopted 
Invitation to Presiding Officer, Triennial Meeting 


The Rev. Mr. Woodward of West Missouri presented Report #9 
of the Committee on Dispatch of Business and moved the following 
Resolution: 


That a Special Order be set at 2:00 p.m., Tuesday, September 19, for 
the purpose of greeting Mrs. Seaton Bailey, Presiding Officer of the 
Triennial Meeting of the Women of the Church, and that she be invited 
at that time to address the House. 

Resolution adopted 


The Chair appointed the Rev. Mr. Gosnell of West Texas and 
Mr. Brown of Rhode Island as a committee to convey the foregoing 
Message to the Triennal Meeting of the Women of the Church. 


Concerning Resolutions from the Floor 


The Rev. Mr. Woodward of West Missouri presented Report 
#10 of the Committee on Dispatch of Business, and moved as 
follows: 


Resolved, That the Deputies be reminded that, pursuant to Rule 
21 (b), they submit, at today’s session, such Resolutions, Memorials, or 
Petitions as have not already been pre-filed with the Secretary, so that 
they may be referred to the appropriate Committees; and that they be 
reminded, further, that no matters which require action by both Houses 
may be presented after the third legislative day, except by vote of two- 
thirds of the House of Deputies present. 

Resolution adopted 
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[ist Day 


Appointment of Standing Committees 


The Secretary announced that the President, pursuant to Rule 8, 
had appointed the membership of the Standing Committees of the 


House as follows: 


1. On the State of the Church 


Prov. Clerical 
1 Ven. William L. Kite ....Rhode Island 
5 Rev. Thomas K. Chaffee ..Fond du Lac 
1 Very Rev. Robert S. Kerr .... Vermont 


2 Rev. Canon Bernard C. Newman, 
SiT DEE ete oe os ise s New York 
4 Very Rev. Robert Parks ...... Florida 
8 Rev. Victor M. Rivera, D.D. ; 
Tess etc mies Sete San Joaquin 
4 Rev. D. Raby Edwards . .East Carolina 


7 Ven. Charles F. Rehkopf ....Missouri 
6 Rev. James B. Clark ........ Nebraska 
G Revs Paul se avis, octet cry ce Iowa 
2rRevadohnvk.wedlers 225. 92s... Newark 


3 Rev. Sidney Swann ..Southern Virginia 


Prov. Lay 

3 Mr. John Paul Causey ....... Virginia 
4 Mr. George B. Daniels .South Carolina 
8 Mr. John P. Thatcher ........ Nevada 


1 Mr. Frank P. Foster .. 
5 Mr. Joseph Neudert 

e Guats dianetertiave avers Northern Michigan 
7 Mr. Robert M. Ayres, Jr. ..West Texas 
6 Mr. Boyd R. Hammond ....Nebraska 


. .Massachusetts 


2. On the General Theological Seminary 


Prov. Clerical 
8 Rev. John Clinton Fowler ....Arizona 
2 Rev. Herbert S. Brown, S.T.D. . Newark 


2 Rev. E. Frederic Underwood. Ph.D. 
Rome hes eee PTE Long Island 
3 Rev. Joseph S. Falzone ..... Bethlehem 
1 Rev. William M. Hale 
exaust eines Western Massachusetts 


SanOn 

Prov. Clerical 
8 Rev. Charles H. Crawford ....Arizona 
4 Rev. Allen B. Clarkson ...... Georgia 
3 Rey. Rex B. Wilkes, D.D. ...Maryland 
4 Rev. Tracy H. Lamar, Jr. ..Tennessee 
5 Ven. Louis M. Brereton, D.D. ....Ohio 
7 Very Rev. Charles A. Higgins, D.D. 

artless oi vetgaca cisions Arkansas 
5 Rey. Canon Allan L. Ramsay 

po aacy dure coin ta adends Ghee les Michigan 
3 Rev.. Lee Owen Stone 2.02.7): Oregon 
2 Ven. W. Leigh Ribble, D.D. .. Virginia 
9 Ven. Lemuel B. Shirley ...... Panama 
2 Rey. Lloyd Chattin ........ New Jersey 


Prov. Lay 


2 Stuart A. Winning, M.D. ..... Albany 
1 Mr. Joseph W. Vanable, Sr. 

sen SANT seen aoa es Rhode Island 
5 Mr. William Holbrook ...Indianapolis 
7 Mr. John T. Williams ...... Arkansas 


Missions 

Prov. Lay 
2 Mr. William K. Allison ...Long Island 
4 Mr. David G. Ellison, Jr. 

Ths Aetee Upper South Carolina 
8 Mr. Hugh Shearer. ...:..:..; Honolulu 
6 Mr. William Talbot ..... es aaa Towa 
2 The Hon. Daniel S. Weigand 

FP COG TOLL ete New Jersey 


9 Aubrey Anduze, D.D.S. . Virgin Islands 
9 Mr. John B. Barnett Colombia 
1 Mr. Ambrose Campbell ..Rhode Island 


4. On the Admission of New Dioceses 


Prov. Clerical 


4 Rev. Carl F. Herman ..North Carolina 
7 Rev. John E. Shoemaker ....Arkansas 
5 Rey. Benjamin V. Lavey 

Se ean eee Western Michigan 
8 Rev. Robert H. Cochrane ....... Utah 


Prov. Lay 
3 Mr. Jack H. Mason .Southern Virginia 
2 Mr. Donald R. Harter ...... Rochester 


1 Mr. Paul L. Hinckley 


dnote shears Western Massachusetts 
6 Mr. Kent H. Hurton ...North Dakota 
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5. On the Consecration of Bishops 


Prov. Clerical 
4 Rey. Thomas J. C. Smyth 

ra har dekh Aire aoe North Carolina 
7 Rev. J. Thomas Bagby ......... Texas 
5 Rev. Theron R. Hughes ....... Quincy 
9 Ven. G. Edward Haynsworth 

Aa int cali Sisck teas Central America 
2 Rev. John R. Ramsey ......... Albany 


Prov. Lay 


8 Mr. Robert J. Newell ....San Joaquin 


3 Mr. Luther Kauffman, M.D 


6. On Amendments to the Constitution 


Prov. Clerical 


4 Rev. Clarke Bloomfield, D.D. 

COAT ke JOD ae ee Lexington 
5 Rev. David R. Thornberry, D.D. ..Ohio 
8 Rev. Ernest J. Mason ........ Spokane 
5 Rev. Francis J. Foley 

B satandsoused ete tesaya i Western Michigan 
7 Rev. James P. DeWolfe, Jr. ....Dallas 
2 Ven. Henry P. Krusen, S.T.D. 

Sey sored eats Western New York 
6 Rev. Donald F. Haviland ...Nebraska 


nid hidie. ake 6, tacts: : Pennsylvania 

1 My. Harlan ‘Doak. 53). c1- cee: Maine 
Prov. Lay 

2 Mr. Walter E. Cooper ..... New Jersey 


3 Mr. George R. Humrickhouse . Virginia 
2 Hugh R. Jones, Esq. 

Scie eRe ye oa Central New York 
5 Mr. Fredriks D. Berger .Southern Ohio 


7. On Canons 


Prov. Clerical 


5 Rev. Canon J. William Robertson 
Northern Michigan 
2 Rev. Powel M. Dawley, Ph.D., S.T.D. 
New York 
4 Very Rev. Edgar C. Newlin .Lexington 
5 Ven. Charles D. Braidwood ..Michigan 
2 Rev. James W. Pennock ....... Albany 
3 Rev. H. Coleman McGehee, Jr. 


Virginia 


4 The Hon, Reynolds S. Cheyney 

ae arstaiees SCAB iat Mississippi 
3 William H. Adkins, Esq. ....... Easton 
6 Mr. David E. Bronson ..... Minnesota 
1 The Hon. Ernest W. Gibson .. Vermont 
Prov. Lay 
8 Philip Adams, LL.D. ....... California 


2 Hunter L. Delatour, LL.D. 
Bare ae Lisette Long Island 


3 General Malcolm Hay ...... Pittsburgh 
t Mr, Fred'G. Scribner’ 3..--.- an Maine 
1 Mr. Russell L. Davenport 

Biche ore hes Western Massachusetts 
1 Mr; Roy: GC. Lytlene..: is. 8- Oklahoma 
3 The Hon. Oliver Gasch ...Washington 
8 The Hon. Herbert V. Walker 

Sigh BR ce Gna sac at Bes rata Los_ Angeles 
6 Mr. Jack Emery ............ Wyoming 


8. On Elections 


Prov. Clerical 


5 Ven. Stanley Atkins ....... Milwaukee 
3 Ven. Robert E. Megee, Jr. Pe 23 
SRA AD Canoe th Southern Virginia 


2 Rev. Donald A. Stivers ....Rochester 
8 Rev. Donald B. Walster ...... Oregon 
6 Rev. Samuel W. Cook ..... Minnesota 


Prov. Lay 


— Mr. George Snyder ........... Europe 
4 Mr. Roland Potter 

Ae ds Western North Carolina 
1 Mr. Warren A. Doerfier 

sao Ne tee eee New Hampshire 
7 Mr. George T. Guernsey III ..Missouri 


9. On the Prayer Book 


Prov. Clerical 
2 Very Rev. H. F. Lemoine, D.D. L.H.D. 
REO © IMIS OSS 50 Long Island 
Very Rev. Gordon E. Gillett .. Quincy 
Rey. Louis B. Keiter, D.D. ....Oregon 
Rev. Theodore P. Ferris, D.D., S.T.D. 
Riarix hk cee Massachusetts 
Rey. Raymond Hunter Clark .Wyoming 
Rev. A. Malcolm MacMillan ..... Erie 
Rev. C. Charles Vaché pies: 
OIE RIE res Southern Virginia 
Rev. Roger H. Cilley .......... exas 
Rey. Paul E. Langpaap ...... Olympia 
8 Rev. Walter W. Hannum ...... Al 


COTY WWHA HOM 


Prov. Lay 


5 Howard T. Foulkes, LL.D. .Milwaukee 
1 Mr. Henry P. Bakewell ...Connecticut 


4 Mr. Samuel C. Waller ........ Georgia 
5 Mr. Thomas P. Shafer ..... Springfield 
5. Mr. Elmer G. Beamer ....00.5:.2 Ohio 
2 Mr. Andrew Oliver ........ New York 
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Prov. 
Very 


Rev. 
Rev. 


Rey. 
Rev. 


Rev. 
Rev. 
Rev. 


BRAWN AR NHN NW 


Prov. 
4 Rev. 


2 Very 


3 Rev. 
3 Rev. 


1 Rev. 
5 Rev. 
6 Rev. 


Prov. 


8 Rev. 
3 Rev. 


2 Rev. 


Proy. 

4 Very 
5 Rev. 
8 Rev. 


sv. Richard E. Byfield ....California 
. Walter BE. Muir ........ Rochester 
. Canon Justo Pastor Ruiz 
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10. On Christian Education 


Clerical .Prov. Lay 

Rey. Frederic R. Murray ....Erie 8 Mr. Robert F. Gaines 

Canon Raymond) Hi sMilleris 93 deel, Hepes. Northern California 
ORO Cee New Jersey Ser. EH Randolph Maddox’ ....Easton 
John M. Krumm, Ph.D., S.T.D., 4 George D. Penick, M.D. fe 

| Bd © A ee ei ian ni Pe New) York  ) aiioshpteat erate North Carolina 
Canon Wilbur E. Hogg ....Maine 7 Mr. James H. Penick, Sr. ...Arkansas 
Benjamin A. Meginniss, Jr. 4 Mr. Goodloe R. Stuck ...... Louisiana 


Werstgu ecient serete ett es Alabama 1 Mr. Eric N. Ebbeson .New Hampshire 
Robert F. Sweetser ..Fond du Lac 
T. Ronald Taylor ..... Minnesota 
Frederick B. Wolf ...... Vermont 


11. On Christian Social Relations 


Clerical Prov. Lay 
Duncan M. Hobart, S.T.D. 4. MrerArthur ew. Platt) ona... Florida 
SRE os aa es Pants Mississippi 7 Mr. Howard T. Tellepsen ......Texas 
Rey. Donald H. Gratiot, S.T.D. 7 Mr. Lee T. Bivins .. Northwest Texas 
Rea Se ees ae. cis Rochester 4 Dr. James C. Cantrill ......Lexington 
Robert P. Varley, Th.D. . .Easton SaMn’ Raul GRocaiet. 2h chee. Arizona 
Albert T. Mollegen, D.D., S.T.D. 5 Mr. Robert L. Black, Jr. ; 
Ce Aerie hire ene Virginia fee aes eoulnera Ohio 
Donald Noseworthy 2 Mr. Frank T. Wood, 
Ba nets cay civ NEB Bre axe Uh Massachusetts Sehid cus aeeimieee Central New York 
Richard M. Trelease, Jr., D.D. 1 Mr. Richard H. Webb 
Wie a cit Ma Coton ne are aren Ohio snatediden isn saNew dampshire 
James R. Gundrum ........ Iowa 


12. On Memorials of Deceased Members 


Clerical Prov. Lay 
Peter stretchy ee eee Spokane 4 Mr. George H. Greer ...... Kentucky 
Allen H. Bartlett, Jr. 3 Mr. Linwood L.. Adams .. . Pittsburgh 
Oe sos GAM eee eSB West Virginia 5 Mr. Willard Nancarrow 
George M. Bean ..:..... INewark.- ee ee Northern Michigan 


13. On the Church Pension Fund 


Clerical Prov. Lay 
. Canon Ralph D. Read, S.T.D. 5 Mr. Carl E. Steiger ..... Fond du Lac 
Rath ctor coverage «ato ese Connecticut 4 Mr. David F. Felmet, Sr. 
sslarold ©; ‘Gosnell 22 West ‘Texas, “Salam Ween eee Western North Carolina 
. William H. Langley, Jr. 6, Mr--Clark ‘Caldwell ein. oon Iowa 
Sa IE ie ne ees Kentucky 1 Mr. William Lawrence 
~ eames b. stilwell; Ur: a. Nebraska. | =S ae Seteeen, uk Western Massachusetts 
. Edward Dentzer 8 Mr. Richard W. Wollesen 


Sea ye sis < eee A Northwest Texas seseeeeee...--Northern California 


RS oo Ct TEE Puerto Rico 


14. On Certification of the Minutes 


Clerical Prov. Lay 
Rev. Robert W. Estill . Kentucky 3 Mr. Francis M. Belford ...Harrisburg 
Wayne L. Johnson ...... Quincy 4 Mr. Malcolm MacLean. ...... Georgia 
Kenneth B. Samuelson 7 Mr. Hiram W. Neuwoehner, Jr. 


ah a ES Bil ce: Northern California 5 sjeietedemnvseaeey «oye een tenes cAI SSOUTS 
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15. On Rules of Order 


Prov. Clerical 
8 Very Rev. John C. Leffler, D.D. 
Olympia 
8 Very Rey. C. Julian Bartlett, D.D: 

Bey ayaedect Pes ATT chew Voto sthe California 
eee Albany 


Prov. Lay 


2 Clifford P. Morehouse, LL.D. 
New York 


Delaware 
Macs Tennessee 


16. On Rural Work 


Clerical 


5 Rev. Ronald E. Ortmayer ..Milwaukee 
3 Rev. John A. Baden ......... Virginia 
1 Rev. Hobart H. Heistand 

Noo Or ee New Hampshire 
4 Rev. Welch K. Tester 
Western North Carolina 


Prov. Lay 


5 Mr. Alexander J. Keith, Jr. 

ROOM cc etic soto Eau Claire 
3 Mr. Harry Nash 

ee. en Southwestern Virginia 
7 Mr. Lloyd Aabel ...... Western Kansas 


17. On Dispatch of Business 


Prov. Clerical 


7 Very Rev. Donald R. Woodward 
Kai cats We ee tere West Missouri 
5 Very Rev. Robert F. Royster 


Prov. Lay 


8 Mr. W. Paul Uhlman ..._....Olympia 
4 Mr. Thurman Williams ..East Carolina 
6 Mr RossiSidney 204... 2 ee lowa 


Meaney tte Northern Indiana 4 Mr. Charles M. Crump ....Tennessee 
3 Rev. Benedict Williams, D.D. 
Be erences evita Reels Pittsburgh 
2 Rev. Canon Burtis M. Dougherty 
Bisnis el etsthnyeateds Western New York 
18. On Evangelism 
Prov. Clerical Prov. Lay 
4 Rev. William W. Lumpkin, D.D. 8 Mr. William W. Clore ...... Arizona 
PN varnish cos Upper South Carolina 3 Mr. DeWitt M. Bull, Jr. ........Erie 
4 Rev. Frederick J. Bush ....Mississippi 3 Mr. Shearer C. Bowman, Jr. .. Virginia 
4 Rev. Joseph R. Horn ...South Carolina 5 Mr. Russell B. Joseph ...... Chicago 
8 Rev. David S. Alkins, Mus. D. 7 Mr. Donald Gatchell ....... Oklahoma 
michel share 6.0) «ERSOL> Uh ehekoauaee Spokane 7 Mr. William R. Rockwood 
8 Rev. Claude F. Du Teil ..... Honolulu —— 9) bes. neo errscierae a West Texas 
1 Rev. Gordon J. Stenning . Rhode Island 
6 Rev. Richard F. Miles, Sr. ..Nebraska 
19. On National and International Problems 
Prov. Clerical Prov. Lay 
4 Rev. William G. Pollard, Ph.D. — Mr. Emmet Harmon .......... Liberia 
Re TO oe ren Tennessee 7 Mr. George C. Miller 
6 Rev. Jackson Gilliam ....... Montana) os 8s Utes. Jesaceitee ee Northwest Texas 
4 Rev. Hunley A. Elebash .East Carolina 8 Mr. Dale Pederson ........... regon 
3 Rev. Kermit L. Lloyd ..... Harrisburg 1 Mr. Rodney E. Ross, Jr. ......Maine 
2 Rev. T. G. David Kingman 5 Mr. William A. Walker ..... Michigan 
Sees Central New York 3 Mr. | Chalfant ........Pittsburgh 
8 Mr. W. Edward Morgan ..... Arizona 
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20. On Ecumenical Relations 

Prov. Clerical Prov. Lay 

5 Rev. William P. D. O’Leary 1 Mr. John Nicholas Brown 
5 I Saree Western Michigan Ree as 3 eee es OP eta 

4 Rev. T. Stewart Matthews ....Atlanta 3 Mr ab. Blainileer 2 t.3.. Pennsylvania 

3 Very Rev. A. Dixon Rollit, D.D. 5 Kenneth E. Kintner, O.D. ' 
Re Gi er Pittsburgh abs ndce eaves ess Northern ¥ Indiana 

2 Very Rev. Harold B. Robinson 1 Mr. Charles L. Park, Jr. .... Vermont 
5 Reta chia AIOE Western New York 4 Mr. Seaton G. Bailey ........Atlanta 

5 Rev. Arthur A. Vogel ..... Milwaukee 1 Mr. Roger W. Hartt ...... Connecticut 

5: Rev. John ©. Bruce ..... Fond du Lac 7 Mr. Walter Swearengen ..... Missouri 

6 Rev. John W. Hildebrand ..Minnesota 8 Mr. Charles W. Tuttle ; 

4 Very Rev. Christopher Keller, Jr. “ih gee. © aortas ees Northern California 
Sorntle tne ela ec ‘.... Mississippi 5 Mr. Paul W. Philips 

2 Rev. Darwin Kirby, Jre «20.0: Albany © «0 “n.c8¢i.0 Shee Northern Indiana 

7 Rev. Herbert N. Conley ....Oklahoma 8 Mr. George Livermore ..... California 

21. On Theological Education 

Prov. Clerical Prov. Lay 

1 Very Rev. John B. Coburn, D.D., 7 Mr. Sheldon H. Crocker ........ Texas 
Seba oc seein ee Massachusetts 2 Mr. Melvin W. Elliott 

4 Rev. Canon Thomas S. Tisdale Lae cee ere os Western New York 
Te eee eae ee Pe South Carolina 3 Mr. Ben Parrott 

40Reyo RacEminet:Grbbin, (LHD Se ae er eee Southwestern Virginia 
sche ayes ag eu eet daltt co. cS Alabama 1 Mr. William A. Coolidge 

4 Rev, Canon Addison Hosea ee ee er a a oe Massachusetts 
eS ae, 2» Sear eis ns Lexington 3 Mr. Frank. TitGreens on... 42 Bethlehem 

6 Very Rey. Henry N. Hancock, D.D. 8 Mr. James K. Barnum ...San Joaquin 
Se ee ee Minnesota 8 Alvin Hambly, M.D. ......California 

5 Very Rev. John E. Gulick, D.D. 
eee Or nee verte Fond du Lac 

3 Rev. E. Felix Kloman, D.D., S.T.D. 
widen Se Seana e ee Washington 

3 Rev. Charles H. Long, Jr. 
Minvela u ealeen ei ete hale Pennsylvania 

5 Rev. William Wiedrich 
Say, Se ee Northern Michigan 

8 Rev. Peter N. A. Barker ..San Joaquin 

22. On Urban and Suburban Work 

Prov. Clerical Prov. Lay 

3 Very Rev. Lloyd E. Gressle, D.D. 2 Mr. William C. Baird 
£2 5. Saw eee, Shee Delaware seeueeeeees... Western New York 

8 Very Rev. C. Julian Bartlett, D.D. 4 Dr. Charles P. Wofford ....Tennessee 
Stata’ achat eteeemere Petre ais een California 4 Mr. Davis Lee Jahncke .....Louisiana 

5 Rev. Russell B. Staines, D.D. 2 Dr. Charles R. Lawrence ...New York 
Si ee ee ee eee Indianapolis 9 Mr. Victor T. Smith 

1 Very Rev. Robert S. Beecher St SN a eee Panama and the Canal Zone 
See ee ree Connecticut 2 The Hon. Herbert H. Tate ....Newark 

3 Rev. James G. Birney ...... Delaware So Mr. ‘Charlies #P) *irappie es. Michigan 

7 Rev. Joseph L. Brown ....West Texas 

5 Very Rev. Samuel J. Martin, D.D. 
Sets ee en ce Ao da when Chicago 

8 Rev. John H. M. Yamazaki, D.D. 
Pe en eS Los Angeles 

4 Rev. Edward E. Tate, D.D. ...Atlanta 

3 Rev. Paul M. Washington 
eee Pt -noCHCT Pennsylvania 


Appointment of Special Committees 


The Secretary announced that the President had appointed Special 
Committees, as provided by Rule 8 (a), as follows: 
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45. On Privilege and Courtesy 


Prov. Lay 

5 Mr. Frederic S. Glover, Jr. ..Michigan 
4 Mr. Duncan Burn ............ Florida 
2 Mr. Samuel G. Welles, Jr. .. New York 


46. Sergeant-at-Arms and Assistants 


Prov. Clerical 
8 Rev. Lesley Wilder, D.D., 

Seago TO ALN GTO CA shoe « the, ara California 
merey. James S;.Cox, D:Di 22.3. Dallas 
1 Rev. Canon Robert L. Clayton 

Bie sTRTSIe ANT os 0) ele: nre'¢ e's e's Vermont 

Prov. 


5 Mr. Clifford Lewis 

arr ie tee ee Northern Michigan 
8 Mr. Samuel Brown .......... Olympia 
3 Mr. Thomas W. Boyd ..West Virginia 
7 Mr. George A. Clay ...West Missouri 
9 Colonel Frank Benedict ...... Ecuador 


Proy. 


2 Mr. S. Leonard Davidson . New Jersey 

7 Mr. Shelby C. Hogan ....New Mexico 
and Southwest Texas 

4 Mr. H. Sanford Howie, Jr. 

Upper South Carolina 

7 Mr. Armistead Rust ..Northwest Texas 


47. On the Structure of the Church 


Prov. Clerical 


8 Rev. Edward McNair, D.D. 

Pasion ears om Northern California 
2 Ven. Canon Samuel Steinmetz, Jr. 

AeA ay ek tee decane a New Jersey 
1 Rev. Malcolm W. Eckel 

Bee itis Western Massachusetts 
7 Rev. Samuel N. Baxter ........ Texas 
8 Rey. Keneth W. Cary, D.D. 

Pies opacd ve, suatence rat Ivale a0 Los Angeles 
2 Rev. Raymond T. Ferris ..New York 
4 Ven. Alfred Mead Georgia 
3 Rev. Walter J. Mycoff ..West Virginia 
9 Rev. Edward M. Turner 

Bie vayscsts. 6 vcueeaatreth>-3 Virgin Islands 


Prov Lay 

3 Mr. D. Harvey Phillips .......... Erie 
5 Mr. Robert M. Lindstrom ...... Ohio 
3 Mr. James R. Bazley, Jr. ..Bethlehe 
7 Mr. Jos. Irion Worsham ...... Dallas 
6 Mr. James Garlington ...... Montana 
4 Mr. Lewis E. Cooke ....South Florida 
1 Mr. Malcolm E, Peabody, Jr. 


g/eeidivio aie) GUST Rate Massachusetts 


50. On Stewardship 


Prov. Clerical 
5 Rev. William C. R. Sheridan 

Sete a eet Northern Indiana 
7 Rey. Canon Gerald McAllister 

BAL cra yatabe aietet erent ca\esere West Texas 
2 Rev. Dougald L. Maclean, D.D. 

Gi cee cectate coy ov « Shas. Long Island 
8 Rev. George R. Turney ..San Joaquin 


4 Rev. Robert E. Ratelle ....Louisiana 
6 Very Rev. William W. Swift, D.D. 


ein © 0 6'6)S'e 0 06 0 ww isl sles d 6 aleels < 


Iowa 


Prov. Lay 
3 Mr. Marius L. Bressoud, Jr. 

svat op tials apasy aise eee tees et Bethlehem 
3 The Hon. Wilson K. Barnes 

Ae icta ie vier eiabicie mene ine Maryland 
4 Mr. Walker Taylor, Jr. 

Rr car Cre East Carolina 
4 Mr. Sherwood Wise ...... Mississippi 
1 Mr. Philip M. Shires ...Rhode Island 
7 Mr. William Ikard II ...New Mexico 


and Southwest Texas 


51. On Church Music 


Prov. Clerical 
4 Rey. Eric S. Greenwood, D.D. 

A hoarse c Rea ace CRON A Tennessee 
3 Rey. Victor Kusik .......... Delaware 
5 Rev. Winfield E. Post ..... Milwaukee 


8 Rev. Massey H. Shepherd, Ph.D. 
ey é aewerrice ie ® bee California 


Prov. Lay 
4 Mr. William Nave ......... Lexington 
5*Mre Dave Nabor <2. ca0.se- er Quincy 
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52. On an Adjourned Convention (Joint) 


Prov. Clerical Prov. _ Lay 

5 Rev. James H. Pearson ....Springfield 2 Mr. Richard P. Kent, Jr. ..Long Island 

8 Rev. Lincoln P. Eng .......-. Olympia 4 Mr. Prime F. Osborn III ..... Florida 

7 Rev. Richard Neal .. Northwest Texas 1 Mr. Roderic O’Connor ......... Maine 

6 Rev. Ernest Badenoch ...... Montana 8 Mr. Hugh A. Evans 

3 Rev. O. R. Littleford, D.D. cee — PPI V2 Saas caer Northern California 
SARS eee emer ns Maryland 5 Mr. Byron P. Hollett ....Indianapolis 


53. On Drafting Legislation 


7 Rev. Samuel N. Baxter ......... Texas 5 Mr. Hugh C, Laughlin .......... Ohio 
4 Mr. S. Shepherd Tate ...... Tennessee 


Appointment of Deputies to Joint Standing Committees 


The Secretary announced that the President, on behalf of this 
House, had appointed members to the Joint Standing Committees 
of the House of Deputies and the House of Bishops, as follows: 


30. On Program and Budget 


Prov. Clerical Prov. Lay 
7 Révys RobertiCs Swift... 22....... Kansas 4 Mr. A. Burnet Stoney 
S Rey: (Morris Fk: Arnold. D:DEsaeriiae ss Fee rere Western North Carolina 


Baie as cA ate Southern Ohio 


Mr. J. L. Caldwell McFaddin  ..Texas 
4 Rev. Thom W. Blair ...North Carolina 


Mr. Harrison Garrett ...... Maryland 


a 
3 
5 Rev. Canon J. Ralph Deppen 8 Mr. B. Franklin Miller ..... Olympia 
wicks Geis ece aie aerate eins Chicago 3 Mr. Houston Wilson ........Delaware 
1 Rev. Alexander D. Stewart de Mrs Philip Eyoni aes . West Missouri 
SERIE ick ee ct Oe Rhode Island 5 Mr. Robert A. Addison 
1 Very ReyJohniGs Van Dyke ao eee ree ene eee Western Michigan 
aieate 1d. Siete, Otro wakes ale Oklahoma 6 Mr. Edwin G. Carpenter ...Minnesota 
3 E. Holcombe Palmer, Esq. .. Virginia 
6 Mr. Reginald Sutton ........ Nebraska 
1 Mr. John B. Tillson ....Massachusetts 
2 Rear Adm. Edward K. Walker 
BAe: SPROE O RIeOENOIE, GAOT c Newark 


31. On Expenses 


Prov. Clerical Prov. Lay 

2 Rev. W. Paul Thompson 6 Mr. John. W. Gregg ....... Minnesota 
eaten ee Central New York 8 George Gibbs, Ph.D. .....Los Angeles 

7 Rev. Charles E. Wilcox ....Oklahoma 1 Mr. James S. Barker 

4 Rev.’ Lynwood |G: Magee sh.) ee) a New Hampshire 


A mare tite ete South Carolina 7 Mr. Forrest F. Crane .......Missouri 
5 Rev. Canon Frank V. H. Carthy 5 Mr. Merton G. Eberlein ..Eau Claire 
Scguahanstay Sate eter meee Indianapolis 3 Mr. Seaborn J. Flournoy 
1) Rev: Canon, Haig) ‘Nargesian’. sea eee Southern Virginia 
4 Mr. William Croft Jennings 
SER ene Upper South Carolina 
9 Mr. Jaime Maldonado ...Puerto Rico 
Ex Officio (without vote) 
The Treasurer 
The Secretary 
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33. On Committees.and Commissions 


Prov. Clerical Prov. Lay 

1 Rev. Robert L. Curry, D.D. 3" The Honz\ Lyle Ge Halle Jr, 1... Erie 
Seis ae Western Massachusetts 4 Mr. William Page ......East Carolina 

8 Rev. R. Parker Jones, D.D. 2 Mr. Joseph Leidy ......5..2., Newark 
PORN CE KEEN C0. cre NORA Los Angeles 

7 Ven. J. Gordon Swope ...... Arkansas 


40. On Nominations for the Executive Council 


Prov. Clerical Prov. Lay 
5 Very Rey. Almus M. Thorp, D.D. 3 Mr. Byron S. Miller ....... Bethlehem 
Abas pn mien SOUChEI) Ohio 2 Mr. Lee Harder ............Rochester 
1 Rev. Frederick H. Belden Sere bord. Ss; Barrett...) cree Spokane 
AIOE SO Ao etcrtee Ae iees Rhode Island 4 Mr. N. Hamner Cobbs ......Alabama 
7 Rev. Joseph S. Young, D.D. ..Kansas 4 Mr. Angus W. McDonald ..Lexington 
4 Rev. A. Nelson Daunt ....... Georgia 
5 Ven. Canon Frederic P. Williams 
Rises WetaseVirciaic Mieke Wid owe Indianapolis 


41. On the Place of the Next Convention 


Prov. Clerical Prov, Lay 

8 Very Rev. John C. Leffler, D.D. 4 Mr. Lewis E. Cooke .. South Florida 
Chae sotictes ates ke Olympia 4 Mr. James R. Rash, Jr. ....Kentucky 

3 Rev. Boston M. Lackey, Jr. 8 Mr. George Livermore ..... California 
RCH ey is OR ONE Southern Virginia 7 Mr. Risher Thornton III 

ZC RLEO Wald BasVeLliony Ph.D iit i fon) i ae Se i! Northwest Texas 
ice SER EA Pa R re New Jersey 

5 Rev. Darwin Bowers ...... Springfield 


1 Rev. L. Bradford Young 
ateee eae eake Swen New Hampshire 


42. On Nominations of Trustees of the Church Pension Fund 


Prov. Clerical Prov. Lay 

8 Very Rev. Harry B. Lee ..San Joaquin toMraJohn W.tFlint 255.4 274. Vermont 

7 Rev. Donald N. Hungerford 8 Mr. George Farnsworth ..... Olympia 
5 ERE Screen ees Northwest Texas 2 Mr. Hector, J. Buell 7... -77,. Albany 

4 Rev. Charles K. C. Lawrence 7 Mr. Ernest B. Wilson ...... Arkansas 
ct eae ee ane ee Lexington 


43. On Nominations for Treasurer of the General Convention 


Prov. Clerical Proy. Lay 
6V Rey. Harry W. Vere 6 Mr. Cecil Schoeneman 

ie cath Pe ee oi a eey North Dakota’? F589 Pern T ae eee eerie, South Dakota 
3 Rev. James F. Madison ....Maryland 4°Dr3 James Es Boyds Senne eee Atlanta 
5 Ven. Carlson Gerdau 2\Mr.eDermod Ivess¥e2tn22<: Long Island 


ek RCE Ore Northern Michigan 


Referral of Resolutions Contained in Reports of Joint Committees 
and Commissions 

The Secretary announced that the President, pursuant to Rule 
8 (b), had referred to the appropriate.Committees the Resolutions 
contained in the reports of Joint Committees and Joint Commissions 
that will be originally considered in this House, as follows: 
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American Church Building Fund 
1—Resolution—Annual appropriation, General Church Program— 
The Episcopalian 5 
Program & Budget 
2—Resolution # 1—Every-Family Plan. 
3—Resolution # 2—Interim elections, Members and Directors. 


4—Resolution # 3—Current Members and Directors— 
Christian Education 


5—Resolution # 4—Appropriation, General Church Program— 
Program & Budget 


6—Resolution # 5—Confirm acts of Members and Directors— 
Christian Education 


Diocesan Boundaries 


7—Resolution # 1—Criteria for Viable Diocese, U.S.A.— 
State of Church/Missions/New Dioceses 


8—Resolution # 2—New Canon, “Of Metropolitan Councils’— 
Canons/Urban & Suburban 


9—Resolution # 3—Standards for Viable Diocese, Overseas— 
Missions/New Dioceses 


Forward Movement Publications 


10—Resolution—Continue Publications, under Presiding Bishop— 
Evangelism 


Historical Society 


11—Resolution—Appropriation, Convention Budget—Expenses 


Human Affairs 
12—Resolution # 1—Principles of Human Sexuality— 
13—Resolution # 2—Study of human sexuality—Social Relations 
14—Resolution # 3—Population-control— 
15—Resolution # 4—World food supply—National & International 
16—Resolution # 5—Medical technology—Social Relations 


17—Resolution # 6—Continue Commission, with Appropriation— 
Committees & Commissons/Expenses 


Music 


18—Resoluton # 1—Establish Division of Ecclesiastical Arts— 
Music/Program & Budget 


19—Resolution # 2—Continue Commission— 
Committees & Commissions 
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HD 20—Resolution # 3—Hymnal Revision—Music 


HD 21—Resolution # 4—Appropriation, General Church Program— 
Program & Budget 


HD 22—Resolution # 5—Appropriation, Convention Budget—Expenses 
Partnership Plan 
HD 23—Resolution # 1—Inaugurate Plan, as of 1968—Stewardship 


HD 24—Resolution # 2—Amend Canon to eliminate quota-system— 
Canons 


HD 25—Resolution # 3—Discharge Committee— 
Committees & Commissions 


Statement About Stewardship 
—Stewardship 


State of the Church 


HD 26—Resolution # 1—Standard Accounting Form, use by Dioceses— 
State of Church 


HD 27—Resolution # 2—Amend Canon 5—due date, Parochial 
Reports— 


HD 28—Resolution # 3—Further amend Canon 5—Diocesan Reports— 


HD 29—Resolution # 4—-Further amend Canon 5—Journals of 
Conventions—Canons 


Structure 
HD 30—Resolution # 1—Amend Canon 1—election of Deputies— 


HD 31—Resolution # 2—-Further amend Canon 1—proportional 
representation—Canons 


HD 32—Resolution # 3—Amend Art. I., Sec. 4—Vote by orders— 


HD 33—Resolution # 4—Amend various Articles—Missionary 
Districts— 


HD 34—Resolution # 5(1)—Further amend Art. I., Sec. 4—women 
Deputies—Constitution 


HD 35—Resolution # 5(2)—Amend Canon 1—Terms of Officers, 
Deputies—Canons 


HD 36—Resolution # 6—Expense accounts for Deputies—Expenses 
HD 37—Resolution # 7—Amend Art. I., Sec. 2—Voting, Bishops— 


HD 38—Resolution # 8—Further amend Art. L, Sec. 2—Resignation, 
Bishops—Constitution 


HD 39—Resolution # 9—Study of Province boundaries—Structure 


HD 40—Resolution # 10—Amend Canon 8—Dioceses that withdraw 
from Provinces— 
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41—Resolution # 11—Further amend Canon 8—Deputations to 
, Synods—Canons 


42—Resolution # 12(a)—Continue Commission—new name— 
Committees & Commissions 


43—Resolution # 12(b)—Appropriation, Convention Budget— 
Expenses 


44—Resolution # 12(c)—Staff officer for Commission— 
Program & Budget 


Amendments to the Constitution 
45—Proposal # 1—Preamble to the Constitution—Constitution 


Mutual Responsibility 


46—Resolution # 1—Amend Art. I., Sec. 3—Election, Presiding 
Bishop— 


47—Resolution # 2—Amend Art. I., Sec. 4—Vote by orders— 
48—Resolution # 3—Amend Art. I., Sec. 7—Meetings, Convention— 
Constitution 
49—Resolution # 4—Amend Canon 1—Committees and 
Commissions— 


50—Resolution # 5—Further amend Canon 1—Assessment ceiling— 
51—Resolution # 6—Amend Canon 2—Election, Presiding Bishop— 


52—Resolution # 7—Further amend Canon 2—Term, Presiding 


Bishop— 

53—Resolution # 8—Further amend Canon 2—Duties, Presiding 
Bishop— 

54—Resolution # 9—Further amend Canon 2—Assistants, Presiding 
Bishop— 


55—Resolution # 10—Amend Canon 4—Size, duty, Executive 
Council—Canons/Structure 


56—Resolution B—Second Session, 1967 General Convention— 
Expenses/Structure 


57—Resolution C—Support for General Church Program— 
Stewardship 


58—Resolution D(1)—-Continue Commission— 
59—Resolution D(2)—Charge to Commission— 


60—Resolution D(3)—Resources for Commission— 
Committees & Commissions 
61—Resolution D(4)—Executive Officer for Commission— 
Program & Budget 
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HD 62—Resolution D(5)—Appropriation, Convention Budget—Expenses 


HD 63—Resolution D(6)—Appropriation, General Church Program— 
Program & Budget 


HD 64—Resolution D(7)—Reports of Commission to Church—- 
Committees & Commissions 


Rules of Order 

HD 65—Resolution # 1—Rules of Order, Standing Orders—Deputies— 

HD 66—Resolution # 2—Joint Rules of Order—Rules of Order 
Clergy-Salaries 

HD 67—Resolution—Continue study and evaluate—State of Church 
Church Pension Fund Trustees 


HD 68—Resolution—Accept recommendations in principle; urge 
implementation—Pension Fund 


Audit 
HD 69—Resolution # 1—Accept Report of the Treasurer—~Expenses 


HD 70—Resolution # 2—Make supervision of audit a function of 
Expenses—Canons 


HD 71—Resolution # 3—Make “Audit” a sub-Committee of Expenses— 
Rules 


HD 72—Resolution # 4—Appropriation for Expenses from General 
Convention Budget—Expenses 


Annotated Constitution and Canons 


HD 73—Resolution # 1—Discharge Joint Committee. 
Resolution adopted 


HD 74—Resolution # 2—Appointment of Editor and Assistant Editor— 


HD 75—Resolution # 3—KEditors to consult with Chairmen of 
Committees—Calendar 


HD 76—Resolution # 4—Appropriation for Triennial Supplement— 
Expenses 


Referrals of Memorials and Petitions 


The Secretary announced that the President, pursuant to Rule 
8 (a), had referred to the appropriate Committees the matters 
contained in those Memorials and Petitions that had been pre-filed 
in the Office of the Secretary and that will originate in this House, 
as follows: 


HD 101—Albany—Clergy-Retirement at Age 65—Pension Fund. 
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102—Arkansas—Clergy-Retirement at Age 65—Pension Fund. 
103—Atlanta—Women as Deputies—Structure. 
104—Bethlehem—Women as Deputies—Structure/Constitution. 
105—Bethlehem—Clergy-Retirement—Pension Fund. 
106—California—Women as Deputies—Structure. 
107—California—Widow-Benefits—Pension Fund. 
108—California—Structure, General Convention—Structure. 
109—Central New York—Women as Deputies—Structure. 
110—Chicago—Name of the Church—Constitution. 
111—Connecticut—Vote by Orders—Structure/ Constitution. 
112—Delaware—Proportional Representation—Structure/Canons. 
113—Delaware—Vote by Orders—Structure. 


114—Delaware—Lay Administration of Chalice— 
Prayer Book/Canons. 


115—Delaware—Women as Deputies—Structure/Constitution. 
117—Easton—Study of Church Pension Fund—Pension Fund. 
118—Idaho—Women as Deputies—Structure/Constitution. 
119—Iowa—Non-discriminatory Practices—Social Relations. 
120—Iowa—Structure, General Convention—Structure. 
121—Iowa—Clergy-Retirement at Age 65—Pension Fund. 
122—Jowa—Equalization of Pension-Benefits—Pension Fund. 
123—Kentucky—Clergy-Retirement at Age 65—Pension Fund. 
124—Long Island—Clergy-Retirement at Age 65—Pension Fund. 
125—Maryland—Women as Deputies—Structure. 
126—Maryland—Proportional Representation—Structure. 
127—Massachusetts—Structure, General Convention—Structure. 
128—Massachusetts—Clergy-Retirement at Age 65—Pension Fund. 


129—Massachusetts—Lay Administration of Chalice— 
Prayer Book/Canons. 


130—Mexico—Amend Canon 16—Irregular unions— 
Canons/ National & International/Social Relations. 


131—Michigan—Membership of Executive Council—Structure. 


132—-Michigan—Re-imbursement, Deputies’ Expenses— 
Structure/Expenses. 
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HD 133—Michigan—Discharge from Committees— 
Structure/Rules of Order. 

HD 134—Michigan—Vote by Orders—Structure. 
HD 135—Michigan—Arrangements, General Convention—Structure. 
HD 136—Michigan—Publicity for Meetings of Commissions—Structure. 
HD 137—Michigan—Women as Deputies—Structure. 
HD 138—Michigan—Proportional Representation—Structure. 


HD 139—Michigan—Duration & Frequency of General Convention— 
Structure. 


HD 140—Missouri—Vote by Orders—Structure/ Constitution. 

HD 141—Missouri—Women as Deputies—Structure/Constitution. 
HD 142—Nebraska—Name of the Church—Constitution. 

HD 143—New York—Clergy-Retirement at Age 65—Pension Fund. 
HD 144—New York—Name of the Church-—Constitution. 

HD 145—Newark—Structure, General Convention—Structure. 


HD 146—Newark—Commendation, Jt. Comm. on Arrangements— 
Structure. 


HD 147—North Carolina—Women as Deputies—Structure. 

HD 148—North Dakota—Publicity for Commission Meetings—Structure. 
HD 149—North Dakota—Proportional Representation—Structure. 

HD 150—North Dakota—Women as Deputies—Structure. 

HD 151—No. Calif.—Vote by Orders—Structure/Constitution. 

HD 152—No. Calif.—mWomen as Deputies—Structure/Constitution. 

HD 153—No. Indiana—Proportional Representation—Structure. 


HD 154—No. Indiana—Women as Members of Executive Council— 
Structure/Canons. 


HD 155—No. Indiana—Clergy-Retirement at Age 65—Pension Fund. 
HD 156—No. Indiana—Women as Deputies—Structure/Constitution. 


HD 157—N. W. Texas—Church School Missionary Offering— 
Christian Education. 


HD 158—Olympia—Pension Inequities—Pension Fund. 
HD 159—Pennsylvania—Biennial General Conventions—Structure. 


HD 160—Pennsylvania—Proportional Representation—Structure. 





HD 161—Pennsylvania—Women as Deputies—Structure. 
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162—Pennsylvania—Nominating Committee for National Offices— 
: Structure. 
163—Pennsylvania—Publicity for Meetings’. of Commissions— 
Structure. 
164—Pennsylvania—Re-imbursement, Deputies’ Expenses— 

Structure/Expenses. 

165—Puerto Rico—Structure, General Convention—Structure. 


166—Rochester—Women as Deputies—Structure/Constitution. 
167—Rochester—Lay Administration of Chalice—Prayer Book. 


168—San Joaquin—Quotas for General Church Program— 
Stewardship. 


169—Southern Ohio—Vote by Orders—Structure/Constitution. 
170—Southern Ohio—Proportional Representation—Structure. 
171—Southern Ohio—Lay Administration of Chalice—Prayer Book. 
172—Southern Ohio—Women as Deputies—Structure/Constitution. 


173—Southern Ohio—Nominating Committee for National Offices— 
Structure. 


174—-Southern Oho—Re-imbursement, Deputies’ Expenses— 
Structure/Expenses. 


175—Southern Ohio—Biennial General Convention—Structure. 


176—Southwestern Virginia—Lay Administration of Chalice— 
Prayer Book. 


177—Spokane—Women as Deputies—Structure/ Constitution. 
178—Texas—General Convention Assessment—Expenses. 
179—Texas—Lay Administration of Chalice—Prayer Book 
180—Virginia—Proportional Representation—Structure. 
181—Virginia—Women as Deputies—Structure. 
182—Virginia—Lay Administration of Chalice—Prayer Book. 
183—Washington—Women as Deputies—Structure/Constitution. 
184—Washington—Vote by Orders—Structure/Constitution. 


185—West. Massachusetts—Lay Administration of Chalice— 
Prayer Book/Canons. 


186—West. Michigan—Economies at National Headquarters— 
Program & Budget. 


187—West. Michigan—Clergy-Retirement at Age 65— 
Pension Fund. 
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HD 188—Province I1]J—Women as Deputies—Structure. 
HD 189—Province IV—Women as Deputies—Structure. 


HD 190—Province V—Nominations to Executive Council— 
Structure/Committees & Commissions. 


HD 191—Province V—Re-imbursement, Deputies’ Expenses— 
Structure/Expenses. 


HD 192—Province V—Women as Deputies—Structure /Constitution. 


HD 193—Province V—Biennial General Conventions— 
Structure/ Constitution. 


HD 194—Province V—Publicizing Meetings of Commissions— 
Structure/Rules of Order. 


HD 195—Province V—Vote by Orders—Structure/Rules of Order. 

HD 196—Province V—Duration, General Convention—Structure. 

HD 197—Province V—Proportional Representation—Structure. 

HD 198—Province VI—Vote by Orders—Structure/Constitution. 

HD 199—Province VI—Proportional Representation—Structure. 

HD 200—Province VI—Equalization of Clerical Pensions—Pension Fund. 
HD 201—Province VIII—Clergy-Retirement at Age 65—Pension Fund. 


HD 202—Executive Council—Church School Missionary Offering— 
Christian Education. 


HD 203—Executive Council—Social Security for the Clergy— 
Pension Fund. 


HD 204—Province IV—Reduction in number of Deputies—Structure. 


HD 205—Various Clergymen—Educational Requirements for Ministry 


among Peoples of Foreign Language and culture— 
Missions/Canons/Christian Education. 


HD 206—Province I—Structure, General Convention—Structure. 
HD 207—Province I—Partnership Plan—Stewardship. 


HD 208—ECW—Ohio—Support of Ecumenical College Work— 
Christian Education/Ecumenical. 


HD 209—ECW—Ohio—Strengthening the College Ministry— 
Christian Education/Theological Education. 


HD 210—Vestry, N. Carolina—Lay Administration of Chalice— 
Prayer Book/Canons. 


HD 211—Véestry, N. Carolina—Women as Deputies— 
Structure/ Constitution. 


HD 212—Action Group on Poverty—Improvement of Social Insurance— 
National & International. 
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HD 213—Action Group on Poverty—Medicare— 
f National & International. 


HD 214—Action Group on Poverty—Eligibility for Public Assistance— 
National & International. 


HD 215—Action Group on Poverty—Studies of Income-Maintenance— 
Social Relations. 


HD 216—Action Group on Poverty—Social-Welfare Services— 
Social Relations. 


HD 217—Maine—Nomenclature, Miss. Dists.—Constitution/ Missions. 
Special Orders 


The Rev. Mr. Woodward of West Missouri presented Report 
#11 of the Committee on Dispatch of Business and moved the 
following Resolution: 


Resolved, That the first item of business at the afternoon session on 
this day, Monday, September 18, be the receiving of the report of the 
Committee on the Amendments to the Constitution concerning the pro- 


posed amendment to the Constitution by the adoption of a Preamble 
thereto. 


Motion adopted 


The Rev. Mr. Woodward presented report #12 of the Committee 
on Dispatch of Business and moved the following Resolution: 


Resolved, That the President, immediately after the report of the 
Committee on Amendments to the Constitution, call for the presentation 
of Petitions, Memorials, and Resolutions to be presented by Deputies. 


Resolution adopted 
Notification of Organization of House of Bishops 


The Secretary, at the request of the President, read Messages 
Numbers 1 and 3 from the House of Bishops, in which that House 
informed the House of Deputies that it was organized and ready 
for business, and that it had elected the Bishop of Ohio as Vice- 
Chairman and the Rt. Rev. Scott Field Bailey, Suffragan Bishop 
of Texas, as Secretary. 


No action necessary 
Regular Order 


The Rev. Mr. Woodward of West Missouri presented Report 


+# 13 of the Committee on Dispatch of Business, and moved the 
following Resolution: 


Resolved, That the House at this time proceed with the regular order 
of business, in accordance with Rule 5 (a). 


Resolution adopted 
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Communication from the Chair 


The President of the House warned the Deputies of the volume 
of business already received and of the curtailment of this session 
to nine legislative days—almost two days less than was available 
in recent Conventions. In view of this, he urged prompt organiza- 
tion of the several Committees and immediate action to move 
business out of Committee onto the floor. 


_ Mr. Morehouse announced that he would share the responsibili- 
ties of presiding with the Vice-President, the Rev. Mr. Leffler of 
Olympia. 


Finally, the Chair reminded the House that elections must be 
held, prior to the Seventh Day of the session, for a President and 
Vice-President, who will take office at the adjournment of this 
session. He instructed the Committee on Dispatch of Business to set 
up procedures for nominations and elections. 


Reports of Committees—Organization 


The Chair then began to call the roll of the Standing, Joint, and 
Special Committees, in order, pursuant to the Rules. 


The Committees presented their first Reports, being the details 
of their organization. 


(See Pages 129-132) 
Reports received 


On David Bronson 


On a question of personal privilege, Mr. Jones of Central New 
York, for the Committee on Amendments to the Constitution, sub- 
mitted the following Report: 


Your Committee on Amendments to the Constitution has taken note 
of the absence from this General Convention, by reason of illness, of 
Mr. David E. Bronson of Minnesota, 


Mr. Bronson was first elected a Deputy in 1937; if he had been able 
to take his seat in this Meeting of the Convention, it would have been 
his eleventh. He was appointed to the Committee on Amendments to 
the Constitution in 1949; he has been the Committee’s very efficient 
Secretary since 1958. 


Your Committee moves the following Resolution: 


Resolved, That the House of Deputies, in General Convention assem- 
bled in the City of Seattle, Diocese of Olympia, on this eighteenth day 
of September, in the year of Our Lord One Thousand Nine-Hundred and 
Sixty-Seven, do, and it does hereby, express to 
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Mr. David E. Bronson, 


Lay-Deputy-elect of the Diocese of Minnesota, the profound regret 
of his fellow-Deputies that he has been prevented’from taking his seat 
in this House, a lively sense of deprivation of his wise and deeply 
Christian counsel, and the prayers and hopes of the House that he will 
be speedily restored to vigor of body to match his undiminished vigor of 
mind and spirit. 


Seconded by the deputation of the Diocese of Minnesota, the 


Resolution was put to an immediate vote. 
Resolution adopted by acclamation 


Resolutions from the Floor 


The Rev. Mr. Woodward of West Missouri presented Report 
+ 14 of the Committee on Dispatch of Business, and moved the 
following Resolution: 


Resolved, That the Special Order of Business, previously adopted, be 
amended, and that the President call at this time for the presentation, by 
title, and for referral, of Resolutions, Petitions, and Memorials. 


Resolution adopted 
Resolutions were presented and referred as follows: 


HD 301—Rey, John M. Krumm (New York)—Statement on Viet Nam— 
National & International 


HD 302—Richard P. Kent, Jr. (Long Island)—Amend Rules of Order, 
Rule 10 (a)—Rules of Order 


HD 303—Richard P, Kent, Jr. (Long Island)—Tentative Budget for the 
Expenses of the General Convention—Expenses 

HD 304—Richard P, Kent, Jr. (Long isiatigy 2 feeaurer’s old records. 
Resolution adopted 


(See Part II1I—“Treasurer’s Records’’) 
Final Action: Adopted 


HD 304A—J. L. Caldwell McFaddin (Texas)—Qualifications of 
membership, House of Deputies—Structure/Constitution 


Liturgy of the Lord’s Supper 


The Secretary read Message No. 2 from the House of Bishops, 
proposing the single trial use, on the occasion of the Ingathering of 
the United Thank Offering, on Wednesday, September 20, of the 
proposed Liturgy of the Lord’s Supper. 

The House concurred 


(See Part III—“Liturgy of the Lord’s Supper—Single trial use”’) 
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Noon-day Prayers 

The President led the House in prayers for Missions. 
Preamble to the Constitution 

The Rev. Mr. Woodward of West Missouri presented Report 
# 15 of the Committee on Dispatch of Business, and moved the 
following Resolution: 

Resolved, That the Special Order of Business set for the afternoon of 
this day, namely, the Report of the Committee on Amendments to the 
Constitution, be amended, so that the said Committee, if ready, may 
present its Report at this time. 

Resolution adopted 


Mr. Jones of Central New York, for the Committee on Amend- 
ments to the Constitution, made Report + 2 of the Committee, 
recommending favorable action on adopting the Preamble to the 
Constitution, which had been proposed by the General Convention 
of 1964. He moved the enabling Resolution. 

Resolution adopted 


(See Part IIJ—‘“‘Constitution—Amendments 
Adopted—Preamble”’) 


Final Action: Adopted 
Recess 

After announcements by the Secretary, the House recessed at 
12:25 p.m. 

The House re-convened at 2:00 p.m. 


Philippine Independent Church 


The President read to the House a congratulatory message from 
the Philippine Independent Church. 


He instructed the Committee on Privilege and Courtesy to pre- 
pare an appropriate response. 


Committee on Presiding Bishop’s Address 


The Rev, Mr. Leffler of Olympia rose to a question of the privi- 
lege of the House. 

He moved a Resolution calling for the appointment of a Joint 
Committee to consider and make recommendations about the Key- 
note Address of the Presiding Bishop delivered at the Opening 


Service, 
Resolution adopted 


(See Part I[I—‘“Presiding Bishop’s Address”’) 


Final Action: Adopted 
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The Chair appointed, on the part of this House, the following 
Deputies: 

The Rev. Mr. Hauser of Texas 

The Rev. Mr. Morley of Missouri 

The Rev. Mr. Yamazaki of Los Angeles 

The Rev. Mr. Reeves of South Florida 

Mr. Morgan of Arizona 

Mr. Crump of Tennessee 

Mr. Jones of Central New York 


Mr. Lawrence of New York 


Forward Movement 


The Chair introduced the Rev. James W. Kennedy, D.D., Fourth 
Editor and First Director of the Forward Movement. 


The Rev. Dr. Kennedy spoke briefly about the publications and 
plans of Forward Movement Publications. 


Procedural 


The Rev. Mr. Woodward of West Missouri presented Report 
# 15 of the Committee on Dispatch of Business, calling for the 
presentation of Reports by Committees that are prepared to report 
at this time. 

Motion carried 


Canons 


The Rev. Mr. Robertson of Northern Michigan presented Report 
+ 2 of the Committee on Canons. He moved that the House adopt 
the Resolution (HD 8) that would enact a new Canon providing 
for Metropolitan Councils. 

Placed on the calendar 


(See Part I1I—‘‘Canons—Proposed Canon, ‘Of Metropolitan 
Councils’ ”) 
Final Action: Not Adopted 
The Rev. Mr. Robertson presented Report # 3 of the Committee 
on Canons and moved the adoption of three Resolutions, as follows: 


1. HD 27—Amend Canon 5—Due date, Parochial Reports. 
Resolution adopted 


(See Part I1I—‘“‘Canon 5, Sec. 1”) 


Final Action: Adopted 
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2. HD 28—Amend Canon 5—Diocesan Reports. 
Resolution adopted 


(See Part III—‘“Canon 5, Sec. 2”) 
Final Action: Adopted 
3. HD 29—Amend Canon 5—Journals of Conventions. 
Resolution adopted 


(See Part I1I—“Canon 5, Sec. 3”) 
Final Action: Adopted 


The Rev. Mr. Robertson presented Report + 4 of the Committee 
on Canons, and moved that the House adopt HD 30, requiring 
the election of Deputies in the year prior to that in which the Gen- 
eral Convention is to meet. Because this matter had been referred, 
also, to the Committee on Structure, which was not yet ready to 


report, action was deferred. 
Placed on the Calendar 


(See Part I1I—“‘Canon 1, new Sec. 3 (b)’’) 
Final Action: Adopted 
The Rev. Mr. Robertson presented Report + 5 of the Committee 
on Canons, and moved the adoption of HD 31, which provides for 
proportional representation in the House. This, too, had been re- 


ferred to the Committee on Structure, so action was postponed. 
Placed on the Calendar 
Final Action: Not Adopted 


Message from the House of Bishops 


The Secretary reported the receipt of Message No. 4 from the 
House of Bishops, proposing the appointment of a Joint Committee 


to prepare a Statement on Viet Nam. 
Referred to National & International 


(See Part III—‘‘Viet Nam”) 
Final Action: Not Adopted 


Irregular Marital Unions 


The Rev. Mr. Pollard of Tennessee presented Report # 2 of the 
Committee on National and International Problems, recommending 
favorable action on the Memorial from the Missionary District of 
Mexico (HD 130), which petitioned for an amendment to the 
Canon, “Of Regulations Respecting the Laity”, to take account of 
permanent but irregular conjugal relationships. 


Because the Committee on Canons was not prepared to report on 


the matter, it was deferred. 
Placed on the Calendar 


Final Action: Not Adopted 
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Committee on Elections 


The Rev. Mr. Atkins of Milwaukee presented. Report # 2 of the 
Committee on Elections, as follows: 


Your Committee reports that the following are entitled to serve in 
this Convention: 


The Rev. Arthur A. Vall-Spinosa of Olympia 
in lieu of Rev. Lincoln P. Eng 

Emmanuel W. Johnson of Liberia 
in lieu of Dr. Augustus Caine 

William S. Tallman, Jr., of Pittsburgh 
in lieu of Norman Cowie, for this day only. 


Resolutions from the Floor 


The Rev. Mr. Woodward of West Missouri presented Report 
+# 16 of the Committee on Dispatch of Business and moved the 
following: 


Resolved, That the Chair now call for the presentation by title of 
Resolutions, Memorials, and Petitions, for referral. 


Resolution adopted 
Resolutions were presented and referred, as follows: 


HD 307—Rev. Donald N. Hungerford (Northwest Texas)—Widow’s 
Benefits—Pension Fund. 


HD 308—Walter E. Cooper (New Jersey)—Liturgical observance of New 
Year’s Day in revision of Book of Common Prayer—Prayer Book. 


HD 309—Rev. Darwin Kirby, Jr. (Albany)—Alternate Resolutions in 
respect of the Consultation on Church Union—Ecumenical Relations. 


HD 310—Very Rev. Lloyd E. Gressle (Delaware)—Appointment of young 
people to Joint Commissions—Committee & Commissions. 


HD 311—Howard T. Tellepsen (Texas)—Boy Scout Program—Christian 
Education. 


_ HD 312—Rev. Henry Jesse, Jr. (Nevada)—House of Bishops and Presid- 
ing Bishop to speak for the Church between Conventions—National & 
International/Committees & Commissions. 


HD 313—Rev. Allen L. Bartlett, Jr. (West Virginia)—Trial use, Liturgy 
of the Lord’s Supper—Prayer Book. 


up 314—Paul Roca (Arizona)—Amend Canon on Standing Committees 
—Canons. 


HD 315—Rev. Richard M. Trelease (Ohio)—Joint Commission on 
Euthanasia—Social Relations/Committees & Commissions. 


HD 316—Malcolm E. Peabody (Massachusetts)—Study of diocesan vot- 
ing methods—Structure. 
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HD 317—Diocese of Harrisburg—Chalice, Administration of, in Federal 
Prisons—Prayer Book. 


Brotherhood of St. Andrew 


The Chair introduced Mr. Fred C. Gore, President of the Brother- 
hood of St. Andrew. 


Mr. Gore addressed the House on the work of the society. 


Special Order—Tuesday 


The Rev. Mr. Woodard of West Missouri presented Report # 17, 
Dispatch of Business, and moved the following: 


Resolved, That a Special Order be set for 10:00 a.m., Tuesday, Sep- 
tember 19, for the purpose of hearing, considering, and acting on the 
recommendation of the Committee on Amendments to the Constitution 
regarding the eligibility of women as Deputies. 


Resolution adopted 


Messages from the House of Bishops 


The Secretary reported the receipt of Messages from the House 
of Bishops, as follows: 


Message No. 5—Interim election of a Presiding Bishop. 
Constitution 


(See Part III—“Constitution—Amendments Adopted— 
Art. I., Sec. 3”) 
Final Action: Adopted 
Message No. 6—Complete adoption of name “Executive Coun- 
cil” 
Constitution 
(See Part I1J—“Constitution—Amendments Adopted— 


ATC Is, Sec.) ) 
Final Action: Adopted 


Message No. 7—Translation of Bishops. 
Constitution 


(See Part I1I—“Constitution—Amendments Adopted— 
Art. II., new Sec. 8”) 


Final Action: Adopted 


Message No. 8—Cession of Diocesan Territory. 
Constitution 


(See Part I1]—“Constitution—Amendments Adopted— 


Art. V., new Sec. 8”) 
Final Action: Adopted 
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Message No. 9—Ecclesiastical sentences. 


, ; Constitution 
(See Part III—‘“Constitution—Amendments Adopted— 
Art. IX.”) 


Final Action: Adopted 


Adjournment 


Upon motion of the Rev. Mr. Woodward of West Missouri (Re- 
port # 18, Dispatch of Business), and after announcements by the 
Secretary, the House adjourned. 


SECOND DAY 


TUESDAY, SEPTEMBER 19, 1967 
The House met, pursuant to adjournment. 
The Vice-President called the House to order at 9:00 a.m. 


The Rev. Mr. Capon of Long Island, Chaplain, conducted the 
devotions of the House. 


Minutes 


Mr. Belford of Harrisburg submitted Report # 2 of the Commit- 
tee on Certification of Minutes, as follows: 
Your Committee on Certification of the Minutes met with the Secre- 


tary, heard the Minutes of the First Day read, and certify them to be 
correct. 


Certification of Deputies 


The Rev. Mr. Atkins of Milwaukee presented Report + 3 of the 
Committee on Elections and certified that Mr. O. Reeves Cross of 
California is entitled to sit in this Convention in the place of Mr. 
Philip Rhinelander. 


Special Orders 


The Rev. Mr. Woodward of West Missouri presented Reports 
# 19, # 20, # 22, and + 23, of the Committee on Dispatch of 
Business, and moved the following Special Orders of Business: 


1. Tuesday, September 19—Immediately following the Special Order 
already set at 10:00 a.m.—for the purpose of receiving a Report from 
the Committee on Structure on the following matters: 

a. Terms of office, President and Vice-President 


b. Expenses of Deputies 
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c. Election of Deputies 


2. Tuesday, September 19—3:00 p.m.—for the purpose of hearing 
an address by a representative of the American Bible Society. 


eis Tuesday, September 19—3:20 p.m.—for the purpose of welcoming 
the Anglican Executive Officer, the Rt. Rev. Ralph Dean. 


4. Friday, September 22—Immediately after noon-day prayers—to 
hear the Report of the Committee on Memorials of Deceased Members. 
Motion carried 


Okinawa Deputation 


The Rev. Mr. Woodward of West Missouri presented Report 
# 21, Dispatch of Business, and moved the following Resolution: 
Whereas, This House has been informed that the House of Bishops 


has created a new jurisdiction, to be known as the Missionary District 
of Okinawa; and 


Whereas, The Rev. Luke Kimoto and Mr. Luke Kabira, have been 
duly elected as Members of this House, representing Okinawa; therefore, 
be it 


Resolved, That the Rev. Mr. Kimoto and Mr. Kabira be recognized 
by the Chair, presented to the House, and seated in the places prepared 
for them on the floor of this House. 

Resolution adopted 


The Clerical Deputy and Lay Deputy of the Missionary District 
of Okinawa were thereupon greeted by the Chair and conducted to 
their places. 


Secretary of Convention 


The Rev. Mr. Woodward of West Missouri moved that the Sec- 
retary of this House be elected as Secretary of the General Con- 
vention. 

Motion carried 


(See Part I1I]—“Secretary of the General Convention”) 
Final Action: Adopted 


Regular Order 
The Rev. Mr. Woodward of West Missouri presented Report 
+ 25, Dispatch of Business, and moved— 


That the House at this time proceed with the regular order of business 
until the time set for the Special Order at 10:00 a.m. , : 
Motion carried 
Standard Accounting Form 
The Rev. Mr. Rivera of San Joaquin, for the Committee on the 
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State of the Church, recommended the adoption of Resolution # 1 
of the ad interim Committee on the State of the Church (HD 26). 
Resolution adopted 


(See Part I1I—‘“Standard Accounting Form”) 
Final Action: Adopted ; 


Viable Diocese Criteria 


The Rev. Mr. Rivera, continuing his report for the Committee on 
the State of the Church, stated that the Committee had considered 
the Resolution (HD’7) on Criteria for a Viable Diocese in the 
U.S.A., which had been referred, also, to the Committee on Missions 
and on Admission of New Dioceses. The Committee feels that the 
subject-matter is more germane to the other two Committees, and 
requests to be discharged from further consideration of the matter. 

Committee discharged 


Mr. Talbot of Iowa, for the Committee on Missions, moved that 
the Resolution be adopted. 


The matter still being under consideration by another Committee 
(Admission of New Dioceses) no action was taken on the motion 
until that Committee shall have reported. 


In respect of HD 9, which directs the Executive Council to assist 
jurisdictions to undertake serious self-evaluation on the basis of the 
Criteria, the Committee recommended adoption. The Rev. Mr. 
Rivera moved the Resolution. 

Resolution adopted 


(See Part III—“Viable Diocese Criteria”’) 
Final Action: Adopted 


Nominees for Trustees, General Theological Seminary 


Mr. Winning of Albany, for the Committee on the General Theo- 
logical Seminary, presented a slate of nominees, five clerical and 
five lay, for election as Trustees of the Seminary. 

Report received 


Two additional nominations, one Presbyter and one Laymen, 
were made from the floor. 


(See Part I1]—“General Theological Seminary Trustees” ) 
Wyoming, New Diocese 


The Rev. Mr. Herman of North Carolina, for the Committee on 
Admission of New Dioceses, moved a Resolution giving consent to 
the erection of a new Diocese, the Diocese of Wyoming, including 
the whole of the territory of the Missionary District of Wyoming. 
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The entire deputation of the Diocése of South Carolina, which has 
had a Companion-Diocese relationship with Wyoming, seconded 
the motion. 

Resolution adopted 
(See Part III—“Wyoming—New Diocese’’) 


Final Action: Adopted 


Bishops—Consents to Election 


The Rev. Mr. Smyth of North Carolina presented Report + 2 of 
the Committee on the Consecration of Bishops, and moved that the 
House consent to the ordination and consecration of 


The Rev. Edward McNair, D.D., 


elected Suffragan Bishop of Northern California. 
Motion carried 


(See Part III—‘“Bishops—Consent to Election—-McNair”’ ) 
Final Action: Adopted 


The Rev. Mr. Smyth then presented Report + 3, and moved that 
consent be given to the ordination and consecration of 


The Very Rev. Christoph Keller, Jr., 
elected Bishop Coadjutor of Arkansas. 


The motion was seconded by the Deputation of the Diocese of 
Mississippi. 
Motion carried 


(See Part III—“Bishops—Consent to Election—Keller’’ ) 
Final Action: Adopted 


Amendments to the Constitution 


Mr. Jones of Central New York, for the Committee on Amend- 
ments to the Constitution, moved that the House concur with the 
Resolution contained in Message No. 5 of the House of Bishops, 
amending Article I., Sec. 3, of the Constitution, as proposed by the 
General Convention of 1964. 

The House concurred 
(Unanimous in both Orders) 


(See Part IJI—“Constitution—Amendments Adopted— 
Art.I., Sec. 3”) 


Mr. Jones then moved that the House concur with the House of 
Bishops in adopting the Resolution contained in its Message No. 6, 
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being the amendment of Article I., , Sec. 7, as proposed by the Gen- 
eral Convention of 1964. 

The House concurred 

(Unanimous in both Orders) 


Memorial on the Seating of Women 


The Secretary read a Memorial, adopted unanimously by the 
Triennial Meeting of the Women of the Church on September 19, 
1967, on the subject of the seating of women in the House of Depu- 
ties, as follows: 


Whereas, The Terms “laymen” and “layman” in Article I., Section 4, 
of the Constitution of the General Convention of this Church have been 
construed to signify only male persons; and 


Whereas, The issue of amending Article I., Section 4, to authorize the 
seating of women as Deputies to the General Convention has come 
before previous General Conventions without success; and 


Whereas, Women participate fully in the life and work of the Episco- 
pal Church in most other respects as communicant members; and 


Whereas, Our culture and customs permit women to use their talents 
and energies freely in nearly every other aspect of their social, political, 
economic, and philanthropic life; and 


Whereas, The urgency of the mission of Christ’s Church in today’s 
world necessitates the full use of all the talents of communicant members 
of the Church, regardless of sex; and 


Whereas, Changing attitudes throughout the Episcopal Church toward 
permitting women full eligibility in the government of the Church is 
evidenced by the fact that most Dioceses, Missionary Districts and 
Provinces have recently given women right to membership in their respec- 
tive assemblies, some also memorializing the General Convention to do 
likewise; and 


Whereas, The Joint Commission on Structure of the General Con- 
vention and Provinces is recommending the adoption of a constitutional 
amendment to Article I., Section 4, to permit the seating of women as 
Deputies to the General ‘Convention; and 


Whereas, In previous debates on this matter it has been stated that 
women are not in favor of such a change; therefore, be it 


Resolved, That the 32nd Triennial Meeting of the Women of the 
Church, assembled in Seattle, in September, 1967, go on record as 
endorsing the recommendation of the Joint Commission on the Struc- 
ture of General Convention and Provinces concerning the seating of 
women Deputies; and be it further 


Resolved, That this Triennial Meeting request the Sixty-Second Gen- 
eral Convention, now assembled in Seattle, to take favorable action on 
the above recommendation. 


Communication received 
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McFaddin Resolution on Clerical Deputies 


Mr. Jones of Central New York, for the Committee on Amend- 
ments to the Constitution, reported out of Committee the Resolution 
introduced by Mr. McFaddin of Texas (HD 304A), which would 
so define the clerical membership of the House as to include, in 
addition to Presbyters, wives of ordained persons and full-time lay 
employees of the Church. 


Mr. Jones noted that the Resolution was not in proper constitu- 
tional form; but the Committee, before proceeding to recast it in 
appropriate language, desired to ascertain the mind of the House 
about the substance of the proposal, in principle. 


To secure such an expression of opinion, Mr. Jones moved— 


That the Committee on Amendments to the Constitution be discharged 
from further consideration of HD 304A. 


Motion carried 
Committee discharged 


Women as Deputies 


Mr. Jones of Central New York, for the Committee on Amend- 
ments to the Constitution, pursuant to the Order of the Day, re- 
ported out of Committee the following Resolutions: HD Numbers 
34, 104, 115, 118, 141, 152, 156, 166, 172, 177, 183, 192, and 
211. Each of them, he said, has as its intent action on the part of 
this Convention to authorize the election and seating of women as 
Lay Deputies to the General Convention. 


He moved HD 34, as being in the proper constitution form. 


Mr. Worsham of Dallas, for the Committee on Structure, to which 
Committee many of the Resolutions referred to above had been 
referred, as well as other Resolutions, similar in intent, which did 
not specifically call for amendment to the Constitution to effect the 
ends sought, reported the unanimous recommendation of the Com- 
mittee on Structure that the Resolution now before the House be 
adopted. 


Mr. McFaddin of Texas, on a question of personal privilege, 
moved his Resolution (HD 304A) as a Substitute. 


Mr. McFaddin’s motion was seconded by the Rev. Mr. Higgins 
of Arkansas. 


The Substitute was debated. 


The Substitute was put to a vote. 
Substitute defeated 
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The Main Question was debated. 


The previous question was moved. : ~< 
Motion carried 


The Main Question was put to a vote. 
Resolution adopted 


(See Part IJI—“Constitution—Amendments Proposed— 
Art. I., Sec. 4’) 
Final Action: Adopted ; 
The Chair appointed a Committee to convey word of the action 
just taken to the Triennial Meeting of the Women of the Church and 
to escort the Presiding Officer of the Triennial, Mrs. Seaton G. 
Bailey of Atlanta, to the House at 2:00 p.m., this day. The Com- 
mittee was composed of 


Rev. Mr. Royster of Northern Indiana 
Mr. Livermore of California 
Mr. Morehouse of New York. 


Limit of Terms for President and Vice-President 


Mr. Worsham of Dallas, for the Committee on Structure, recom- 
mended the adoption of HD 35, proposed by the Joint Commission 
on Structure of the General Convention and Provinces, which would 
amend Canon 1, Sec. 1, so as to provide that the offices of President 
and Vice-President of this House be held for not more than two 
consecutive full terms. 


He moved the Resolution. 


The advice of the Committee on Canons was called for by the 
Chair. 


Mr. Adams, of California, for the Committee on Canons, moved 
to amend the Resolution, to make the limitation three full terms 
instead of two. 

Motion carried 
Resolution, as amended, adopted 
(See Part I1I—“Canon 1, Sec. 1(b)’’) 


Final Action: Adopted 


Equalized Expense Account for Deputies 


Mr. Worsham of Dallas moved that the House adopt HD 36, 
being Resolution # 6 of the Joint Commission on Structure. The 
Resolution would refer to the Executive Council, in consultation 
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with the Treasurer of the General Convention, the study of an 
equalized expense account for Deputies. 
Resolution adopted 


(See Part III—“Expense Allowance for Deputies”) 
Final Action: Adopted 


Election of Deputies 


Mr. Worsham of Dallas moved that the House adopt HD 30, 
being Resolution + 1 of the Joint Commission on Structure. The 
Resolution would amend Canon 1, by enacting a new Section 3, 
requiring all jurisdictions to elect their Deputies to a General Con- 
vention in the year prior to that in which the Convention for which 
they are elected is to meet. 

Resolution adopted 


(See Part I1I—“Canon 1, Sec. 3”) 


Final Action: Adopted 
Translation of Bishops 


Mr. Jones of Central New York, for the Committee on Amend- 
ments to the Constitution, moved that this House concur with the 
House of Bishops in adopting the Resolution contained in its Mes- 
sage No. 7, being an amendment of Article II. of the Constitution 
by the enacting of a new Section 8, providing for the translation of 
Bishops. The amendment had been proposed by the General Con- 
vention of 1964. 


Pursuant to Article XI., the vote was by orders. 
The House concurred 


(See Part III—“Constitution—Amendments Adopted— 
Att. tf. Sec. 8”) 


Cession of Diocesan Territory 


Mr. Jones of Central New York, for the Committee on Amend- 
ments to the Constitution, moved that this House concur with the 
House of Bishops in adopting the Resolution contained in its Mes- 
sage No. 8, being an amendment of Article V. of the Constitution 
by the enacting of a new Section 8, providing for the cession of 
diocesan territory by one Diocese to a contiguous Diocese. The 
amendment had been proposed by the General Convention of 1964. 


Pursuant to Article XI., the vote was by orders. 
The House concurred 


(See Part I1]—“Constitution—Amendments Adopted— 
Art. II., Sec. 8”) 
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Ecclesiastical Sentences 


Mr. Jones of Central New York, for the Committee on Amend- 
ments to the Constitution, moved that this House concur with the 
House of Bishops in adopting the Resolution contained in its Mes- 
sage No. 9, being an amendment to Article IX. of the Constitution, 
at the last two paragraphs thereof, for the purpose of re-defining 
ecclesiastical sentences. The Amendment had been proposed by the 
General Convention of 1964. 

Pursuant to Article XI., the vote was by orders. 

The House concurred 


(See Part I1I—“Constitution—Amendments. Adopted— 
Art. IX.”) 


Messages from the House of Bishops 


The Secretary reported the receipt of Messages from the House 
of Bishops, as follows: 


Message No. 10—Removals from the Ministry. 
Referred to Canons 
(See Part III—‘“Canon 46’’) 
Final Action: Died in Committee 
Message No. 11—Observance of Theological Education Sunday. 
The House concurred 


(See Part III—“Theological Education Sunday”) 


Message No. 12—Appropriation for Joint Commission on Educa- 
tion for Holy Orders. 
Referred to Expenses 
(See Part II1I—‘“‘General Convention Budget’) 
Final Action: Included in the Budget 
Message No. 13—Division of the Missionary District of Central 
America. 
Message received 
(No action necessary) 


Message No. 14—Establishment of Missionary District of Oki- 
nawa. 

Message received 

(No action necessary) 


Message No. 15—Accept Recommendations of Joint Commission 
on Healing. — 
Referred to Social Relations 
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(See Part II]—“Healing Recommendations” ) 
Final Action: Adopted 


Message No. 16—Continue, and re-name, the Healing Commis- 
sion. 
Referred to Committees & Commissions 


(See Part III—“Religion and Health’’) 
Final Action: Adopted 


Message No. 17—Appropriation for Commission on Religion and 
Health. 
Referred to Expenses 


(See Part I1I—“General Convention Budget”) 
Final Action: Included in the Budget 


Sergeant-at-Arms 


Mr. Lewis, of Northern Michigan, the Sergeant-at-Arms, re- 
quested the appointment of two additional assistants. 


The Chair appointed the following: 
Donald Mackay of Montana 
John W. Flint of Vermont 


Committee on Amendments to the Constitution 


Mr. Jones of Central New York, for the Committee on Amend- 
ments to the Constitution, requested that the Committee be dis- 
charged from further consideration of certain matters that had been 
referred to them, as follows: 


1. HD 144, being a Memorial from the Diocese of New York, urging 
adoption of the proposed Preamble to the Constitution. The objective 
of the Memorial having been accomplished by the action of this 
House on September 18, the Committee asked to be discharged. 


Committee discharged 


2. HD 110 and HD 142, being Memorials from the Dioceses of Chicago 
and Nebraska, respectively, requesting the elimination of the word 
“Protestant” from the official name of the Church. The Committee 
had received a written request, signed by the entire deputation 
of the Diocese of Nebraska, withdrawing their Memorial, and was 
informed that the Deputtes from Chicago endorsed the withdrawal. 
The Committee asked to be discharged. : : 

Committee discharged 


Ex-provincial Dioceses and Quota-Credit 
The Rev. Mr. Robertson of Northern Michigan, for the 
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Committee on Canons, moved the adoption of HD 40, being 
Resolution # 10 of the Joint Commission on Structure. The Resolu- 
tion proposes the amendment of Canon 8, “Of Provinces’, to pro- 
vide that credit on quotas shall be granted, in respect of portions 
of the General Church Program performed by Provinces, only 
to Dioceses represented in Provincial Synods and contributing to 
Provincial Budgets. 

Resolution adopted 

(See. Part II1I—“Canon 8, Sec. 9”) 


Final Action: Adopted 


Representation in Provincial Synods 


The Rev. Mr. Robertson of Northern Michigan, for the Com- 
mittee on Canons, moved the adoption of HD 41, being Resolution 
#11 of the Joint Commission on Structure, which proposes a further 
amendment of Canon 8, to permit of each Synod’s having the right, 
by Ordinance, to prescribe the number of lay and clerical Deputies 
to be elected to such Synod by the constituent jurisdictions of the 
Province. 

Resolution adopted 


(See Part III—‘‘Canon 8, Sec. 7”) 


Final Action: Adopted 


Joint Committees and Joint Commissions 


The Rev. Mr. Robertson of Northern Michigan, moved the 
adoption of HD 49, being Resolution +4 of the Mutual Responsibil- 
ity Commission, proposing the enactment of a new Section 2 of 
Canon 1, having the effect of providing canonically for Joint Com- 
missions and Joint Committees, which now exist and function only 
by custom. 


The Resolution had been referred, also, to the Committee on 
Structure. Pending the report of that Committee thereon, action was 
postponed. 

Placed on the Calendar 


Assessment for General Convention Expenses 


The Rev. Mr. Robertson of Northern Michigan, for the Com- 
mittee on Canons, moved the adoption of HD SO, being Resolution 
#5 of the Mutual Responsibility Commission. The Resolution pro- 
poses to amend Canon 1, Section 6, to remove the dollar-figure 
ceiling on per-capita assessments on Dioceses for the contingent 
expenses of the General Convention, and to substitute therefor the 
provision that each General Convention shall set such ceiling by 
Resolution, 
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This Resolution likewise having been referred to the Committee 
on Structure, which had not yet reported thereon, consideration 
was deferred. 5 

Placed on the Calendar 


Modified Educational Requirements for the Ministry 


The Rev. Mr. Krumm of New York, for the Committee on 
Christian Education, presented Report +2 of the Committee, as 
follows: 


Your Committee, to whom was referred (jointly with the Committee 
on Missions and the Committee on Canons) HD 205, on the subject of 
the modification of educational requirements for the Ministry for per- 
sons of foreign language and culture, have considered the said Memorial. 


Your Committee finds that the subject-matter is wholly concerned with 
theological education and believes that HD 205 ought, rather, to be 
referred to the Committee on Theological Education. The Committee 
asks to be discharged from further consideration of the matter and 
recommends referral to the above-mentioned Committee. 


Committee discharged 
Referred to Theological Education 


Historical Society 


The Rev. Mr. Krumm of New York, for the Committee on 
Christian Education, moved that the Report of the Church Historical 
Society be received and that the Convention record its recognition 
of responsibility for supporting the work of the Society. 

Resolution adopted 


(See Part III—“Historical Society”) 
Final Action: Adopted 


Support and Strengthening of College Work 


The Rev. Mr. Krumm of New York presented Report #4 of the 
Committee on Christian Education, in respect of HD 208 and HD 
209, two Memorials from the Episcopal Churchwomen of the 
Diocese of Ohio. Both Memorials deal with the work of the Church 
on college campuses and urge the strengthening of ecumenical 
emphasis in such work. oe 

The Rev. Mr. Krumm moved a single Resolution combining the 
subject-matter of the two Memorials. 

Inasmuch as each of the two Memorials had been referred, also, 
to another Committee (Ecumenical Relations and Theological Edu- 
cation, respectively), and the said Committees had not yet reported 


thereon, action on the Resolution was deferred. 
Placed on the Calendar 
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Studies of Income-Maintenance 


The Rev. Mr. Mollegen of Virginia, for the Committee on 
Christian Social Relations, asked that the Committee be discharged 
from further consideration of HD 215, being one of the series of 
Resolutions proposed, by way of a Memorial, by the Episcopal 
Action Group on Poverty. HD 215 deals with the subject of a study 
of plans for income-maintenance, which the Committee believes to 
be outside its frame of reference. 

There being no other Committee of the House to whom the 
matter could be more appropriately referred, the Committee’s 


request was denied by the Chair. 
Matter recommitted 


Resolutions from the Floor 
The Rev. Mr. Woodward of West Missouri presented Report 
#25 of the Committee on Dispatch of Business, as follows: 


Resolved, That the regular order of business be now interrupted, and 
that the Chair call at this time for the presentation of Resolutions, 
Memorials, and Petitions; and be it further 


Resolved, That when all Deputies who wish at this time to present 
such Resolutions, Memorials, and Petitions, shall have had an oppor- 
tunity to do so, the House resume the regular order of business. 


Resolution adopted 
Deputies proceeded to present, by title, their Resolutions, which 
were referred to appropriate Committees, as follows: 


—Rev. A. Malcolm McMillan (Erie)—Amendments of Proposed 
Liturgy, as follows: 


HD 318—Rubric on Page 11— 

HD 319—Penitential Order in Text— 

HD 320—Permit Use, Humble Access— 

HD 321—Omit Parts, Intercession— 

HD 322—Permit addition of Blessing—Prayer Book. 


HD 323—Very Rev. Edgar C. Newlin (Lexington)—Re-numbering of 
Canons—Calendar. 


HD 324—Bristow Hardin, Jr. (Southwestern Virginia)—Participation of 
the poor in decision-making agencies, and support of Office of Economic 
Opportunity—National & International/Urban & Suburban. 


HD 325—Rev. Robert Ratelle (Louisiana)—Substitute for Resolution on 
the Consultation on Church Union proposed by the Joint Commission on 
Ecumenical Relations—Ecumenical Relations. 


HD 326—Rev. Malcolm W. Eckel (Western Massachusetts)—Social 
Security—National & International. 
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HD 327—Rev. William Fay (South Dakota)—Various proposals for trial 
use seine, and additional to, the Liturgy of the Lord’s Supper—Prayer 
00 


HD 328—Rev. David K. Leighton (Maryland)—Appointment of a “Prayer 
Outreach Committee” by Mutual Responsibility Commission—Committee & 
Commissions. 


HD 329—Rev. William Wiedrich (Northern Michigan)—Work among the 
rural poor—Rural Work. 


HD 330—Rev. H. Coleman McGehee, Jr. (Virginia)—Amend Canon 62, 
Sec. 1, with reference to suspension of a clergyman abandoning the com- 
munion of this Church—Canons. 


HD 331—George Gibbs (Los Angeles)—Alternate source of funds for 
the Crisis-in-American-Life Program—Committee on Presiding Bishop’s 
Message/Program & Budget. 


Nominations for Executive Council and Pension Fund Board 


Two Deputies from the Diocese of New Mexico and Southwest 
Texas, Mr. Newman and Mr. Ikard, introduced the following 
Resolution: 


Whereas, There is not a uniform distribution of representatives on the 
Executive Council and the Board of Trustees of the Church Pension 
Fund, as to occupation, rural and urban residence, and size of parish; 
and 


Whereas, The Nominating Committees of this House have not gen- 
erally submitted more than the minimal number of names for each va- 
cant position to be balloted for, thereby providing little choice to the 
House; therefore, be it 


Resolved, That the Committees on Nominations for Executive Council 
and for Church Pension Fund Trustees of this Convention take the 
above facts into account in submitting slates of nominees. 

Resolution adopted 


Recess 


After announcements by the Secretary, and on motion of the 
Rev. Mr.. Woodward of West Missouri, for the Committee on Dis- 
patch of Business, the House recessed at 12:30 p.m. 

The House reconvened at 2:00 p.m. 


Presiding Officer, Triennial Meeting 


The hour for a Special Order of Business having arrived, Mrs. 
Seaton G. Bailey, Presiding Officer of the Triennial Meeting of the 
Women of the Church, was escorted into the chamber and to the 
rostrum by the Rev. Mr. Royster of Northern Indiana, Mr. Liver- 
more of California, and Mr. Morehouse of New York. 


Mrs. Bailey was greeted and welcomed by the Chair. 
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Mrs. Bailey addressed the House. 


Just before retiring from the House, informal word was received 
that the House of Bishops had concurred with this House in pro- 
posing an amendment of Article I., Sec. 4, of the Constitution, which 
amendment, if adopted by the General Convention of 1970, would 
permit of the seating of women as Deputies in that and subsequent 
Conventions of this Church. 


Special Orders 


The Rev. Mr. Woodward of West Missouri presented Reports 
#26 and #27 of the Committee on Dispatch of Business and 
moved the following Special Orders for Wednesday, September 20: 


1. At 10:00 a.m., for the purpose of hearing the Report of the Com- 
mittee on the Church Pension Fund, together with the changes proposed 
by the Special Committee to Review the Role of The Church Pension 
Fund; at which time the privilege of the floor will be given to the con- 
sultants employed by the Special Committee, for the purpose of answer- 
ing questions. 


2. At 2:00 p.m., for the purpose of hearing Dr. Nathan Pusey, Presi- 
dent of Harvard University and Chairman of the Special Committee on 
Theological Education in the Episcopal Church. 


Motion carried 
Statement on Viet Nam 


The Rev. Mr. Woodward of. West Missouri presented Report 
£28 of the Committee on Dispatch of Business and moved— 


That the House suspend the normal order of business at this time to 
hear a report from the Joint Committee on Committees and Commis- 
sions, to whom was referred (jointly with the Committee on National 
and International Problems) House of Bishops Message No. 4, which 
proposes the creation and appointment of a Joint Commission on the 
War in Viet Nam, to whom all matters relating to Viet Nam would be 
referred during the triennium. 


Motion carried 


The Rev. Mr. Curry of Western Massachusetts, Secretary of the 
Joint Committee on Committees and Commissions, moved that the 
House concur with the Resolution contained in Message No. 4 from 
the House of Bishops, with the following amendments: 


1. That there be appointed a Joint Committee instead of a Joint 
Commission; 


2. That the said Joint Committee report its findings to both 
Houses at this Convention; 


3. That the said Committee consist of three Bishops, three Pres- 
byters, and three Laymen; 
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4. That the Presiding Officer of the Triennial be asked to appoint 
three women to join the Committee in its deliberations; and 


5. That an attempt be made to co-opt three college students. 
The House concurred, with Amendments 


The Rev. Mr. Pollard of Tennessee reported for the Committee 
on National and International Problems, and said that, in lieu of the 
proposal contained in the Message from the House of Bishops, which 
would have the effect of postponing action until 1970 (because the 
proposed Joint Commission would not report to this Convention but 
to the next), his Committee had purposed, in collaboration with the 
Committee on Social and International Affairs of the House of 
Bishops, to sponsor a public hearing on Viet Nam at 4:00 p.m. on 
September 19 (this day). To this meeting would have been invited 
the members of the Special Committee appointed by the Presiding 
Bishop on September 11 to draw up a statement on Viet Nam (all 
members of the Committee being members also of this Convention). 
It was the hope of the Committee, as a result of the proposed meet- 
ing, to be able to propose to this Convention a Resolution on the 
subject which it could adopt. 


In view of the program just outlined, it was moved that the House 
reconsider its previous action of concurring, with Amendments, with 
House of Bishops No. 4. 

Motion carried 


The Rev. Mr. Pollard then moved that this House do not concur 
with House of Bishops No. 4. 
The House did not concur 
(See Part III—‘“Viet Nam”’) 


It was announced that the Deputies who are members of the 
Presiding Bishop’s Special Committee are the following: 


Rev. Mr. Carthy (Indianapolis) 
Rev. Mr. Vere (North Dakota) 
Rev. Mr. Gosnell (West Texas) 
Rev. Mr. Mollegen (Virginia) 
Mr. Livermore (California) 
Mr. Bressoud (Bethlehem) 

Mr. Murchison (East Carolina) 
Mr. Tate (Newark) 

Mr. Gilmour (Utah) 
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Election Procedure for President and Vice-President 


The Rev. Mr. Woodward of West Missouri presented Report 
#29 of the Committee on Dispatch of Business, being a proposed 
procedure for nominating and electing a President and Vice-Presi- 
dent of this House, as follows: 


Procedure for the Nomination and Election of a 
President and Vice-President 
_of the House of Deputies 


Whereas, Pursuant to Canon 1, Sec. 1(b), this House must elect a 
President and Vice-President to take and to hold office from and after 
the adjournment of this, the 1967 General Convention of the Episcopal 
Church, and until the adjournment of the 1970 General Convention; 
and 


Whereas, The President of the House of Deputies has delegated to the 
Committee on Dispatch of Business the task of formulating and propos- 
ing the means and procedure by which the said election shall be con- 
ducted, pursuant to the Canons, and so as to insure expeditiously the 
selection of those persons most qualified to continue the leadership of 
this body; now, therefore, be it 


Resolved, That the Secretary of this Convention prepare a form for 
nominations for President and a form for nominations for Vice-President, 
which forms shall contain the following information: 


(a) Name of Nominee 

(b) Order 

(c) Diocese or Missionary District 
(d) Parish and City 


(e) A certification that the nominator has contacted the nominee and 
obtained his unqualified consent that he will serve in the capacity 
for which he is being nominated, if elected. 


(f) Signature of the nominator, his Order, and his Diocese or Mis- 
sionary District; 


which forms shall be made available by the Secretary as soon as may 
be possible; and be it further 


Resolved, That it be made the Order of Business for Thursday, Sep- 
tember 21, at 3:30 p.m., that all such nominations for the office of 
President be made from the floor of the House in open session. The 
nominator shall be limited to not more than two minutes to present his 
nomination and the duly executed nomination-form shall then be filed 
with the Secretary. There shall be recognized by the President only one 
nominator for each nominee; and be it further 


Resolved, That the Secretary be directed to prepare, in a uniform 
fashion, a biographical sketch of each nominee, from the pertinent in- 
formation compiled and tabulated from the information-sheet submitted 
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by each Deputy to this Convention, and that such biographical sketches 
be reproduced, in alphabetical order, by Order, and distributed to the 
Deputies during the morning legislative session on Friday, September 
22; and be it further 


Resolved, That the first order of business on Saturday, September 23, 
be to ballot for the office of President, which balloting shall continue 
until a nominee shall have been elected; Provided, however, that the 
House, at the discretion of the President, may proceed with the conduct 
of other business during such balloting; and be it further 


Resolved, That, upon the election of a President, it become the im- 
mediate Order of Business to proceed to the nomination and election 
of a Vice-President, and the procedure therefor shall be the same as 
that for the nomination and election of a President, and the Secretary 
shall follow the same procedure in the preparation of biographical 
sketches, which shall be distributed to the Deputies during the morning 
legislative session on Monday, September 25; and be it further 


Resolved, That the order of business at 2:00 p.m. on Monday, Sep- 
tember 25, be the balloting for the election of Vice-President, which 
balloting shall continue until a nominee shall have been elected; Pro- 
vided, however, that the House, at the discretion of the President, may 
proceed with the conduct of other business during such balloting. 

Resolution adopted 


Irregular Marital Unions 


The Rev. Mr. Mollegen of Virginia presented Report #3 of the 
Committee on Christian Social Relations, as follows: 


Your Committee, to whom was referred HD 130, being a Memorial 
from the Missionary District of Mexico, reports as follows: 


The Mexican Memorial petitions the General Convention to amend 
Canon 16 so as to recognize the existence, wide-spread in Latin Amer- 
ica, of certain types of irregular, but stable, marital unions, the 
partners to which ought not to be barred from receiving the Sacra- 
ments of the Church. After consulting with the Committee on Canons 
and the Committee on National and International Problems, to whom, 
also, the Memorial was referred, your Committee recommends the 
adoption of the Resolution. 

Resolution not adopted 


(270 aye—340 no) 


American Bible Society 

The Chair introduced Mr. Homer Ogle of the American Bible 
Society. 

Mr. Ogle addressed the House on the work of the Society. 


Certification of Deputies 


The Rev. Mr. Atkins of Milwaukee presented Report #4 of the 
Committee on Elections, and certified the following substitutions: 
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Rev. Victor Hatfield of San Joaquin for Rev. George R. Turney 
Rev. Donald J. West of Nebraska for Rev. James Brice Clark 
Robert Miller of Indianapolis for Byron P. Hollett 

Theodore C. H. Losche of Indianapolis for William Holbrook 
Rev. C. Howard Perry of Olympia for Rev. John C. Leffler 


The Rev. Mr. Atkins also certified, for the record, the receipt of 
valid certifications of election for the two Deputies of the new 
Missionary District of Okinawa, already seated: namely, 


Rev. Luke Kimoto 
Luke Kabira 


Distribution of Material in the House 


The Rev. Mr. Hungerford of Northwest Texas rose to a question 
of personal privilege. 


He asked for permission to distribute a certain letter throughout 
the House. 


The Chair ruled that the distribution of such material, not ger- 
mane to the work of the House and not printed at the direction of 
the House, was not permissible under the Rules. 


The Rev. Mr. Hungerford moved that the Rules be suspended 
which would prohibit his reading the said letter. 
Motion not carried 


Introduction of Visitor 


The Chair introduced the Rt. Rev. C. Edward Crowther, Bishop 
of Kimberley and Kuruman, Church of the Province of South Africa. 
Bishop Crowther, an American citizen, is in exile in this country, 
having been expelled from the Union of South Africa because of his 
stand on racial matters. 


The Chair welcomed Bishop Crowther to the House of Deputies 
and to a seat in the section reserved for distinguished visitors, and 
invited him to remain at his pleasure. 


Anglican Executive Officer 


The Chair, on behalf of the House, welcomed the Anglican Execu- 
tive Officer, the Rt. Rev. Ralph Dean, Bishop of Cariboo (Anglican 
Church of Canada), and introduced him to the House. 

Bishop Dean addressed the House. 
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Messages from the House of Bishops 


The Secretary reported the receipt of Messages from the House 
of Bishops, as follows: 


Message No. 18—Concur with House of Deputies No. 2. 
(See page 298) 

Message No. 19—Concur with House of Deputies No. 6. 
(See Part III—“Philippine Independent Church”) 

Message No. 20—Concur with House of Deputies No. 5. 

(See Part I1I—“Presiding Bishop’s Address” ) 
Message No. 21—Concur with House of Deputies No. 4. 
(See Part III—“Constitution—Amendments Adopted— 
Preamble” ) 
Message No. 22—Concur with House of Deputies No. 8. 
(See Part III—“‘Treasurer’s Records’’ ) 


Message No. 23—Plan of Revision of Book of Common Prayer. 
Referred to Prayer Book 


(See Part I1I—‘‘Prayer Book Revision—Plan” ) 


Final Action: Adopted 


Message No. 24—Liturgical Commission as Agent of Revision 
of Book of Common Prayer. 
Referred to Prayer Book 


(See Part III—“Prayer Book Revision—Instrument” ) 
Final Action: Adopted 


Message No. 25—Temporary Enlargement of Liturgical Com- 
mission. 
Referred to Prayer Book 


(See Part II—“Liturgical Commission—Temporary 
Enlargement’) 
Final Action: Adopted 
Message No. 26—Appointment of Consultants for Prayer Book 


Revision. 
Referred to Prayer Book 


(See Part III—‘“‘Prayer Book Revision—Consultants” ) 
Final Action: Adopted 
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Message No. Spe es oh of eseiaiddra! for Revision. 
Referred to Prayer Book 


(See Part I1I—“‘Prayer Book Revision—Co-ordinator”) 
Final Action: Adopted 


Message No. 28—Authorize use of Jerusalem Bible. 
Referred to Prayer Book/Canons 


(See Part I1I—‘‘Canon 20”) 
Final Action: Adopted ; 


Message No. 29—Alternative Versions of Scriptures at Holy 


Communion. 
Referred to Prayer Book 


(See Part I1I—“Epistles and Gospels’’) 
Final Action: Adopted 


Message No. 30—Extended Trial Use, Lesser Feasts and Fasts. 
Referred to Prayer Book 


(See Part I1]—‘“‘Lesser Feasts and Fasts”) 
Final Action: Adopted 
Message No. 31—Certification of Trial-Use Rites in Trans- 


lation, 
Referred to Prayer Book 


(See Part I1]—“Trial-Use Rites—Translation”’ ) 
Final Action: Adopted 


Message No. 32—Responsibilities of Custodian. 
Referred to Prayer Book/Canons 


(See Part I1I—‘“‘Canon 21”) 
Final Action: Adopted 


Message No. 33—Reports from the Church on Trial Use. 
Referred to Prayer Book 


(See Part I1]—“Trial Use—Reports from Church’) 


Final Action: Adopted 


Message No. 34—Book of Common Prayer in Simple English. 
Referred to Prayer Book 


(See Part I1I—“Prayer Book in Simple English’) 


Final Action: Adopted 


Message No. 35—-Non-communicants as Missionaries. 
Referred to Missions/Canons 


(See Part I1J—‘“Canon 4, Sec. 9’’) 
Final Action: Amended and Adopted 
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Message No. 36—Registrar of the General Convention. 
The House concurred 


(See Part II1I—“Registrar”) 


Special Order 


The Rev. Mr. Woodward of West Missouri presented Report +31 
of the Committee on Dispatch of Business and moved that a Special 
Order of Business be set for 10:30 a.m. on Wednesday, September 
20, to hear Mr. Arthur Ben Chitty, President of the Association of 
Episcopal Colleges. 


Motion carried 


Resolutions from the Floor 


On motion of the Rev. Mr. Woodward of West Missouri (Dis- 
patch of Business Report #32), the Chair called for the presenta- 
tion, by title, of Resolutions from the floor. 


Resolutions were presented and referred to appropriate Com- 
mittees, as follows: 


HD 332—J. Arthur Jones (New Jersey)—In honor of Walter H. Stowe— 
Privilege & Courtesy. 


HD 333—Wilson K. Barnes (Maryland)—Commendation of Special Com- 
mittee to Review the Role of The Church Pension Fund—Pension Fund. 


HD 334—A. S. Hambly (California)—Adding Fourth Year to Seminary 
Course—Theological Education. 


HD 335—Oliver Gasch (Washington)—Social Security—Duplicate of HD 
326—Pension Fund. 


HD 336—Rev. Claude Du Teil (Honolulu)—Civil De-toxification Proce- 
dures—Social Relations. 


HD 337—Rev. Paul Thompson (Central New York)—Amend word in 
Liturgy of Lord’s Supper—Invitation to Communion—Prayer Book. 


HD 338—Rey. Samuel S. Johnston (West Missouri)—Print Penitential 
Order in body of text of Liturgy of Lord’s Supper—Prayer Book. 


HD 339—The Rev. Edward E. Tate (Atlanta)—Add blessing to dis- 
missal, Liturgy of the Lord’s Supper—Prayer Book. 
Adjournment 


After announcements by the Secretary, and on motion, the House 
adjourned. 
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THIRD DAY 


WEDNESDAY, SEPTEMBER 20, 1967 
The House met, pursuant to adjournment. 
The President called the meeting to order at 9:00 a.m. 


The Chaplain, the Rev. Mr. Capon of Long Island, conducted 
the devotions of the House. 
Minutes 


Mr. Belford of Harrisburg presented Report + 3 of the Commit- 
tee on Certification of the Minutes, as follows: 


Your Committee met with the Secretary, heard the Minutes of 
September 19 read, and certify them to be correct. 


Committee on Elections 


The Rev. Mr. Cook of Minnesota presented Report # 5 of the 
Committee on Elections and certified the following Deputies: 


Rev. Sherman E. Johnson of California for Very Rev. C. Julian 
Bartlett 


Rey. H. Belfield Hannibal of Los Angeles for Rev. H. Parker Jones 
Aubrey E. Hackshaw of California for O. Reeves Cross 
Communications from the Chair 


The President reminded the Deputies that, in accordance with 
the Rules, this Third Day is the last day for the regular introduc- 
tion of Resolutions by Deputies. After this day, any Resolution 
requiring concurrent action may be introduced only with the consent 
of the House, and such consent requires a two-thirds majority. 


Special Orders 


The Rev. Mr. Woodward of West Missouri presented Reports 
+ 33 and + 34 of the Committee on Dispatch of Business, and 
moved Special Orders of Business for the day as follows: 


1. 10:00 am.—to hear the Report of the Committee on the State of 
the Church. 


2. 2:30 p.m.—for the purpose of hearing Reports from the Committee 
on Christian Social Relations on the following matters: 


a. Race 


b. Income-maintenance. 
Motion carried 
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Messages from the House of Bishops 


The Secretary announced the receipt of Messages from the House 
of Bishops, as follows: 


Message No. 37—Continuation of Forward Movement Publica- 
tions. 
Referred to Evangelism 


(See Part I1I—“Forward Movement Publications”) 
Final Action: Amended and Adopted 


Message No. 38—Election of episcopal Trustees, General Theo- 
logical Seminary. 
The House concurred 


(See Part I1I—“General Theological Seminary Trustees” ) 


Message No. 39—Joint Commission on Renewal. 
Placed on the Calendar 


(See Part III—“‘Renewal—Joint Commission”’) 
Final Action: Amended and Adopted 


Message No. 40—Concur with House of Deputies No. 12. 


(See Part I1]—“Constitution—Amendments Proposed— 
Art. I., Sec. 4’) 


Message No. 41—Appropriation for Joint Commission on Ecu- 
menical Relations. 
Referred to Ecumenical Relations/Expenses 


(See Part I[1]—‘“‘General Convention Budget’’) 
Final Action: Amended and Adopted 


Message No. 42—Ecumenical Study and Prayer. 
Referred to Ecumenical Relations 
Final Action: Amended and Adopted 


Message No. 43—-Roman Catholic Relations. 
Referred to Ecumenical Relations 


(See Part 11J—Under that heading) 
Final Action: Adopted 


Message No. 44—Goal of Christian Unity. 


Referred to Ecumenical Relations 


(See Part I1]—“Christian Unity Goals”) 
Final Action: Adopted 


Pension Fund Benefits 
The Rev. Mr. Byfield of California presented Report # 2 of 
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the Committee on the Church Pension Fund. He moved the adop- 
tion of HD 68, being the Resolution attached to the Report of the 
Trustees of The Church Pension Fund, as amended by the addition 
of a clause to make the proposed changes effective as of January 1, 
1968. 

Resolution adopted 


(See Part I1]—“Pension Fund Benefits’’) 
Final Action: Adopted 
The Rev. Mr. Byfield then presented Report # 3 of the Com- 
mittee, which requested the President of this House to call on the 
Committee on Canons to prepare necessary legislation for the im- 
plementation of the Report of The Church Pension Fund. 
Referred to Canons 


Rules of Order 


Mr. Crump of Tennessee presented Reports # 4 and # 5 of the 
Committee on Rules of Order, and moved that the Committee be 
discharged from further consideration of the following matters: 


1. HD 195, being a Memorial from Province V on the subject of the 
“Divided” vote in a vote by orders; the subject-matter being covered in a 
Resolution proposed by the Joint Commission on Structure. 


2. HD 133, being a Memorial from the Diocese of Michigan on the 
subject of a system of discharge from Committees—a matter already 
acted upon by the adoption of revised Rules of Order. 


Motion carried 
Committee discharged 


Social Insurance, Medicare, and Public Assistance 


The Rev. Mr. Pollard of Tennessee presented Report # 4 of the 
Committee on National and International Problems. In respect of 
HD 212, HD 213, and HD 214, three Memorials addressed to this 
Convention by the Episcopal Action Group on Poverty, on the sub- 
jects of social insurance, Medicare, and public assistance, the Com- 
mittee recommended, and the Rev. Mr. Pollard moved, three Reso- 
lutions embodying the substance of the actions petitioned for. 

Placed on the Calendar 


Population-control and Food Supply 


The Rev. Mr. Pollard of Tennessee presented Report + 5 of the 
Committee on National and International Problems. In lieu of 
HD 14 and HD 15, being Resolutions on population-control and 
the world’s food-supply proposed by the Joint Commission on the 
Church in Human Affairs, the Rev. Mr. Pollard moved a composite 
Resolution embodying and enlarging upon the referred matters. 

Referred to Drafting Committee 
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College Ministry 


The Rev. Mr. Coburn of Massachusetts, for the Committee on 
Theological Education, requested that the Committee be discharged 
from further consideration of HD 209, being a Memorial from the 
Episcopal Churchwomen of the Diocese of Ohio on the subject of 
strengthening the college ministry. The Committee expressed the 
opinion that the matter falls properly in the portfolio of the Com- 
mittee on Christian Education. 

Committee discharged 


Metropolitan Councils 


The Rev. Mr. Bartlett of California presented Report + 2 of the 
Committee on Urban and Suburban Work, and moved that the 
House adopt the Resolution (HD 8) proposed by the Committee 
on Diocesan Boundaries, and enact a Canon, “Of Metropolitan 
Councils”, with certain amendments proposed by the Committee 
on Urban and Suburban Work. 

Placed on the Calendar 


The Rev. Mr. Bartlett then presented Report + 3 of the Com- 
mittee on Urban and Suburban Work, and moved a Resolution 
commending the concept of Metropolitan Councils to the Church. 

Resolution adopted 


(See Part I1I—“Metropolitan Councils’) 
Final Action: Adopted 


Committee to Review the Role of the Pension Fund 


The time for the Special Order to hear a report from the Com- 
mittee to Review the Role of The Church Pension Fund having 
arrived, the Rev. Mr. Byfield of California moved that the House 
resolve itself into a Committee of the Whole. 

Motion carried 


The Chair appointed Mr. Crump of Tennessee as Chairman of 
the Committee of the Whole. 


Mr. Crump took the Chair. 


The House rose from Committee at 10:50 a.m. and reported to 
the President that no action had been taken or Resolutions adopted. 


Appointments by the Chair 
1. The President appointed Mr. Masquellette of Texas, who had been 
a member of the Special Committee to Review the Role of The Church 
Pension Fund, to the Standing Committee of this House on the Church 
Pension Fund. 
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2. In the place of the Rev. Mr. Keller of Mississippi, who had 
asked to be, and was, relieved of membership on the Committee on 
Ecumenical Relations, the President appointed the Rev. Mr. Sanders 
of Mississippi. ; 


3. The President appointed the Rev. Mr. Hoffman of Northern Cal- 
ifornia to the Joint Committee on Committees and Commissions in lieu 
of the Rev. Mr. Jones of Los Angeles. 


4. The Chair appointed as a Guard of Honor to escort the Arch- 
bishop of Canterbury to the House on Friday, September 22, the 
following: ‘ ; 


Rey. Mr. Bartlett of California 

Mr. Lewis of Northern Michigan 
Rev. Mr. Royster of Northern Indiana 
Mr. Phillips of Erie 


Roman Catholic Observer 


Mr. George Jeannot, accredited Roman Catholic observer, was 
introduced to the House. 


Mr. Jeannot is an Instructor in Theology at Seattle University 
and a member of the Bishops’ Committee on Ecumenical and In- 
ter-religious Dialogue. 


Episcopal Colleges 


Pursuant to a Special Order, Mr. Arthur Ben Chitty, President 
of the Association of Episcopal Colleges, was introduced. 


Mr. Chitty addressed the House. 


State of the Church 


Pursuant to a Special Order, Mr. Causey of Virginia was recog- 
nized for a Supplemental Report on the State of the Church. 


Mr. Causey reported as follows: 
Report No. 5, Committee on the State of the Church 


The Committee on the State of the Church deems it essential that this 
General Convention be informed about certain facts upon which it must 
necessarily depend in making the judgments it will be called upon to 
make in the next few days. For that purpose, we call your attention to 
certain statistics in the general areas of growth and financial support, 
derived from reports of parishes, Dioceses, and the Executive Council. 


First, there has been a continual decrease for the past five years in 
the number of baptisms. Confirmations and receptions decreased in 
1966. Since 1957, the total number of communicants has risen 15 per- 
cent, from 1,950,000 to 2,239,109; however, at present, this Church is 
not growing as fast as the population. 
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Secondly, from 1960 to 1966 the percentage of increase in money 
pledged to the General Church Program averaged 6.2 percent per year, 
with a high of 8.6 percent in 1963. In 1966, the rate of increase declined 
to only 3.7 percent over the previous year. To date in 1967, receipts 
for the national program are over one-half-million dollars behind the 
amounts pledged to the Executive Council. 


_ In brief summary, the situation has been, and is now, one of weaken- 
ing numerical strength. In 1957, the national Church was provided with 
$5.9 million by virtually the same number of people who, in 1966, 
provided $12.2 million, an increase of 108 percent. While the average 
Churchman is giving today, through his parish pledge, to the national 
Church, twice as much as he did a decade ago, we must, of course, re- 
late this to the increase in Gross National Product which has occurred 
in the same period. 


In looking at statistics, the Committee feels strongly that the time 
available does not permit a proper analysis of the distressing state of 
the Church. The need for analysis and recommendation for corrective 
measures requires an effectively continuing Committee on the State of 
the Church with specific task assignments. It is to be hoped that the 
action of this House on Monday, in the revision of Canon 5, will make 
this possible. 


Your Committee’s findings indicates a need for change, which in- 
volves more than what business would call “getting more customers 
and increasing gross sales”—for this is the Church of Jesus Christ. The 
need for dynamic change is so great that every thought, and prayer, and 
action, must be part of the change. 


In essence, this House itself is a Committee of the Whole concerned 
with the “State of the Church”. F 
Report received 


The Committee moved that it be discharged from further con- 
sideration of the matter. 
Motion carried 
Committee discharged 
Program and Budget 


Mr. Tillson of Massachusetts, for the Joint Committee on Pro- 
gram and Budget, recommended that the House not adopt HD 1, 
being the Resolution proposed by the American Church Building 
Fund, requesting a triennial appropriation of $450,000.00. 

Resolution not adopted 


Mr. Tillson, for the Committee on Program and Budget, re- 
quested that the Committee be discharged from further considera- 
tion of those portions of HD 186, being a Memorial from the 
Diocese of Western Michigan, which deals with a decentralization 
of Executive Council operations and the re-location of Episcopal 
Church national headquarters, as being not germane to the work 


of the Committee. 
Committee discharged 
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In respect of the balance of the HD 186, having to do with a 
decrease in the administrative budget of the Church and the subsidy 
for The Episcopalian, the Committee’s response.will be included in 
the final Report of the Joint Committee. 


With regard to HD 168, a Memorial from the Diocese of San 
Joaquin, on the subject of methods of apportioning quotas, the 
Committee on Program and Budget requested to be discharged, and 
suggested referral to the Committee on Stewardship. 

So ordered 


Mr. Tillson, concerning HD 44, a proposal of the Joint Commis- 
sion on Structure that there be included in the General Church 
Program an appropriation for professional consultation and execu- 
tive assistance for the work of the said Commission, reported that 
the Joint Committee on Program and Budget will recommend 
favorably in the matter in its final Report. The Committee re- 
quested that it be discharged of the matter. 

Committee discharged 


Freasurer of the General Convention 


The Rev. Mr. Madison of Maryland, for the Joint Committee to 
Nominate a Treasurer of the General Convention, placed in nomi- 
nation the name of the incumbent, 


Richard P. Kent, Jr., of Long Island 


and moved a Resolution that he be elected. 
Resolution adopted 


(See Part I1I—“Treasurer of the General Convention’’) 
Final Action: Adopted 


Resolutions from the Floor 
The Chair called for Resolutions from the floor. 


Resolutions were presented by title and referred to appropriate 
Committees, as follows: 


HD 340—Rev. Robert H. Varley (Easton)—Co-operate with A.M.A.’s 
Committee on Religion and Medicine—Social Relations. 


HD 341—Rev. Richard Byfield (California)—Review of subsidiaries of 
The Church Pension Fund—Pension Fund. 


Ba 342—Rev. Richard Byfield (California)—Negro Colleges—Social Re- 
ions. 


HD 343—Rev. Richard Byfield (California)—Discrimination in L 
Unions—Urban & Suburban. = Sal Si oy 
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HD 344—Reyv. E. E. Tate (Atlanta)—Alcoholism—Social Relations. 


HD 345—John P. Causey (Virginia)—Adopt “Statement About Steward- 
ship” —Stewardship. 


} HD 346—Paul Thorp (Dallas)—Authorize Trial Use of “A Comprehen- 
sive Liturgy”—Prayer Book. 


HD 347—Rev. Roswell O. Moore (New Hampshire)—Memorial Minute 
on Jonathan Daniels—Social Relations. 


HD 348—Malcolm E. Peabody (Massachusetts)\—Memorial Minute on 
Jonathan Daniels—Social Relations. 


HD 349—Malcolm E. Peabody (Massachusetts)—Abolish vote by orders 
and Dioceses—Constitution/Structure. 


; nee 350—Rev. Joseph Pelham (Michigan)—ESCRU Petition—Social Re- 
ations. 


HD 351—Rev. Solomon Jacobs (Ohio)—Election of Negro Deputies— 
Social Relations. 


HD 352—Rev. Henry N. Hancock (Minnesota)—Equal Opportunity 
(Clergy)—Social Relations. 


HD 353—C. L. Park, Jr. (Vermont)—Authorize Joint Commission on 
Ecumenical Relations to develop plan of union with COCU—Ecumenical 
Relations. 


HD 354—Rev. J. William Robertson (Northern Michigan)—Standing 
Commission on Canon Law—Committees & Commissions. 


HD 355—Richard F. Wollesen (Northern California)—Joint Commission 
on Group-Life and Medical-Care Insurance—Pension Fund. 


HD 356—Rev. Walter W. Hannum (Alaska)—Early Convening of Con- 
vention Committees.—Structure. 


HD 357—Rev. John C. Fowler (Arizona)—Business dealings with South 
Africa—National & International. 


HD 358—S. C. Waller (Georgia)—Enlarge deputations of Missionary 
Districts—Structure. 


HD 359—Malcolm E. Peabody (Massachusetts)—Investments by Church 
Pension Fund in socially constructive non-profit corporations—Pension 
Fund. 


Division of Ecclesiastical Arts 


Mr. Nave of Lexington presented Report # 2 of the Committee 
on Church Music, and moved the adoption of the Resolution 
(HD 18) proposed by the Joint Commission on Church Music, 
which would create a Division of Ecclesiastical Arts within the 
structure of the Executive Council. 

Resolution adopted 


(See Part I1]—“Ecclesiastical Arts”) 
Final Action: Not Adopted 
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Hymnal Revision 

Mr. Nave of Lexington, for the Committee on Church Music, 
presented its Report # 3, and moved the adoption of the Resolu- 
tion (HD 20) proposed by the Joint Commission on Church Music, 
which would authorize the said Joint Commission to collect and col- 
late hymnic materials against a future revision of the Church’s 


Hymnal. 
Placed on the Calendar 


(See Part I1I—‘Hymnal Revision”) 
Final Action: Adopted 
Noon-day Prayers 


The President led the House in noon-day prayers, with special 
intercessions for the victims of the recent hurricane and flooding in 
Mexico and the Southwest United States. 


Recess 
On motion of the Rev. Mr. Woodward of West Missouri, the 
House recessed. 


The House reconvened at 1:30 p.m. 


Special Order 


The Rev. Mr. Woodward of West Missouri, for the Committee 
on Dispatch of Business (Report # 35), moved— 
That a Special Order be set for 2:00 p.m. on Friday, September 22, 


to greet and hear the Archbishop of Canterbury. 
Motion carried 


Diocese of Idaho 


The Rev. Mr. Herman of North Carolina presented Report # 3 
of the Committee on the Admission of New Dioceses and moved 
a Resolution erecting the Missionary District of Idaho into the 
status of a Diocese in union with the General Convention. 

Resolution adopted 


(See Part I1I—“Idaho—New Diocese’”’) 


Final Action: Adopted 


Petition of Puerto Rico Denied 


The Rev. Mr. Herman of North Carolina presented Report + 4 
of the Committee on the Admission of New Dioceses, as follows: 


Your Committee on the Admission of New Dioceses, to whom was 
referred the petition of the Missionary District of Puerto Rico to be 
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admitted as a Diocese, hereby reports that it has carefully gone over 
the petition and the Constitution of the proposed new Diocese, and have 
had an interview with the Deputies from the Missionary District of 
Puerto Rico. 


We find that the requirements of Article V., Sections 6 and 7, of the 
Constitution have not been fulfilled. 


Therefore, your Committee respectfully recommends that the petition 
be denied, and that the Committee be discharged from further considera- 
tion of this matter. 


It was moved and seconded— 


That the Petition of the Missionary District of Puerto Rico to be 
admitted into union with the General Convention as a Diocese be 
denied at this time. 


Motion carried 
Committee discharged 


Viable Dioceses 


The Rev. Mr. Herman of North Carolina presented Report # 5 
of the Committee on the Admission of New Dioceses, and moved 
the adoption of Resolution HD 7, commending the Criteria for a 
Viable Diocese in the U.S.A. 

Resolution adopted 


The Rev. Mr. Herman, likewise, moved a Resolution commend- 
ing the Standards for a Viable Diocese Overseas, as set forth in 
Annex A of the Report of the Committee on Diocesan Boundaries 
(See Part IV, Page 15.19). 

Resolution adopted 


(See Part III—‘“Viable Diocese Criteria’’) 
Final Action: Adopted 


Memorials from Dioceses 
The Secretary reported the receipt, by telegram, of two Me- 
morials, which were presented by title and referred, as follows: 


HD 360—Diocese of West Missouri—Participation, with COCU 
Churches, in developing a plan of Church Union—Ecumenical Relations. 


HD 361—Diocese of West Missouri—Trial Use, Liturgy of The Lord’s 
Supper—Prayer Book. 


Dr. Nathan Pusey 
The Chair introduced Dr. Nathan Pusey, President of Harvard 
University, and Chairman of the Special Committee on Theological 


Education in the Episcopal Church. : 
Dr. Pusey addressed the House on the subject of the Report of 
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the Committee, a summary of which had been delivered to each 
Deputy. ‘ 
(See Part IV—Appendix 20): 


Issues Raised by Medical and Scientific Technology 


The Rev. Mr. Mollegen of Virginia presented Report # 4 of 
the Committee on Christian Social Relations, and moved the adop- 
tion of Resolution HD 16, proposing a study of the issues raised by 
advances in medical and scientific technology. 

Resolution adopted 


(See Part III—‘‘Technology, Medical and Scientific”) 
Final Action: Adopted 


Social-Welfare Services 


The Rev. Mr. Mollegen of Virginia, for the Committee on Chris- 
tian Social Relations (Report + 5), moved the adoption of Reso- 
lution HD 216, proposed by the Episcopal Action Group on Pov- 
erty, which would commit this Church to certain affirmations about 
social-welfare services. 

Resolution adopted 


(See Part I1]—‘“Social Services for the Poor’) 
Final Action: Adopted 


Recommendations of Healing Commission 

The Rev. Mr. Mollegen of Virginia, on behalf of the Committee 
on Christian Social Relations, moved that this House concur with 
the House of Bishops in adopting the Resolution contained in its 


Message No. 15, receiving and endorsing the recommendations of 
the Joint Commission on Healing. 


The House concurred 
(See Part I1]—“Healing Recommendations” ) 
Non-discriminatory Practices in Church 


The Rev. Mr. Mollegen of Virginia presented Report + 7 of the 
Committee on Christian Social Relations, and moved that the House 
adopt Resolution HD 119, being a Memorial from the Diocese of 
Iowa, as amended by the Committee, on the subject of non- 
discrimination. 

Resolution adopted 


See Part IIJ—‘“Equal O j cy SE 
Final Action: (See qual Opportunity Policy”) 


Human Sexuality 
The Rev. Mr. Mollegen of Virginia, for the Committee on Chris- 
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tian Social Relations, moved that the House adopt a Resolution 
drafted by the Committee, which combines the subject-matter of 
HD 12 and HD 13, as proposed by the Joint Commission on the 
Church in Human Affairs, on the subject of Christian attitudes with 
regard to human sexuality. 


After some discussion, the matter was re-committed for further 
study and drafting. 


Messages from the House of Bishops 


The Secretary reported the receipt of Messages from the House 
of Bishops, as follows: 


Message No. 45—Concur with the House of Deputies No. 17. 
(See Part III—“Wyoming—New Diocese”) 


Message No. 46—Concur with House of Deputies No. 32. 
(See Part I1I—“Bishops—Consent to Election—McNair” ) 


Message No. 47—Concur with House of Deputies No. 32A. 
(See Part I1I—“Bishops—Consent to Election—Keller”) 


Message No. 48—Worker-Priests and the Pension Fund. 
Referred to the Pension Fund 


(See Part I1]—Under that heading) 


Final Action: Adopted 


Message No. 49—Acceptance of Report of Special Committee on 
Theological Education. 
Referred to Program & Budget/Theological Education 


(See Part I1I—“Theological Education Board”) 


Final Action: Amended and Adopted 
Ecumenically Oriented College Work 


The Rev. Mr. O’Leary of Western Michigan presented Report 
# 2 of the Committee on Ecumenical Relations, and moved that 
the Committee be discharged from further consideration of HD 208, 
on the subject of an ecumenically oriented college-work program, 
because the matter was about to be dealt with by the Committee on 
Christian Education. 

Motion carried 
Committee discharged 


The Rev. Mr. Krumm of New York presented Report + 4 of the 
Committee on Christian Education and moved the adoption of a 
Resolution combining the separate Resolutions (HD 208 and 209) 
proposed by the Episcopal Churchwomen of Ohio. _ 

Resolution adopted 
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(See Part III—“College Work—Eoumenical Orientation”’) 
Final Action: Adopted 
Prayer Book Revision and Trial Use 


The Rev. Mr. Lemoine of Long Island presented Reports Num- 
bers 4 to 15 of the Committee on the Prayer Book, and moved the 
following actions: 


1. That the House concur with House of Bishops No. 23, with 
Amendments. 
The House concurred, with Amendments 


(See Part III—“Prayer Book Revision—Plan”’) 
Final Action: Adopted 


2. That the House concur with House of Bishops No. 24. 
The House concurred 


(See Part I[1I—‘“Prayer Book Revision—Instrument” ) 


3. That the House concur with House of Bishops No. 25. 
The House concurred 


(See Part I1I—“Liturgical Commission—Temporary 
Enlargement’) 


4. That the House concur with House of Bishops No. 26. 
The House concurred 


(See Part I1I—“Prayer Book Revision—Consultants” ) 
5. That the House concur with House of Bishops No. 27. 
The House concurred 
(See Part III—‘“‘Prayer Book Revision—Co-ordinator” ) 
6. That the House concur with House of Bishops No. 28. 
Referred to Canons 


(See Part I1I—“Canon 20”) 


Final Action: Adopted 


7. That the House concur with House of Bishops No. 29. 
The House concurred 
(See Part III—“Epistles and Gospels’’) 
8. That the House concur with House of Bishops No. 30. 
The House concurred 
(See Part II1]—“Lesser Feasts and Fasts’’) 
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9. That the House concur with House of Bishops No. 31. 
The House concurred 


(See Part II—“Trial-Use Rites—Translation” ) 
10. That the House concur with House of Bishops No. 32. 
Referred to Canons 


(See Part III—“Canon 21”) 
Final Action: Adopted 


11. That the House concur with House of Bishops No. 33. 
The House concurred 
(See Part I1I—‘“Trial Use—Reports from the Church”) 


12. That the House concur, with Amendments, with House of 
Bishops No. 34. 


The House concurred, with Amendments 


(See Part I1]—“Prayer Book in Simple English”’) 
Final Action: Adopted 


Special Order—Thursday 


The Rev. Mr. Woodward of West Missouri presented Report 
# 36 of the Committee on Dispatch of Business, and moved— 


That a Special Order be set at 2:00 p.m. on Thursday, September 21, 
for the purpose of hearing a Report of the Committee on Stewardship, 
covering the following matters: 


1. “Statement About Stewardship” 
2. Partnership Plan 


3. Implementation of Stewardship Resolutions from the Mutual Re- 
sponsibility Commission. 


Motion carried 
Resolutions from the Floor 
The Rev. Mr. Woodward of West Missouri moved— 


1. That at this time the President call for the introduction, by title, 
of Resolutions, Memorials, and Petitions, for referral to the proper 
Committees; and 


2. That the House be reminded that today, Wednesday, is the last 
opportunity for the presentation of such matters. 


Motion carried 
Resolutions were presented and referred, as follows: 


HD 362—Philip Adams (California}—Amend Canon 7 to authorize The 
Church Pension Fund to administer an insurance program—Pension Fund. 
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HD 363—Philip Masquelette (Texas\—Amend Canon 7 in respect of 
term of office, Trustees, Pension Fund—Pension Fund. 


HD 364—Malcolm Hay (Pittsburgh), Rev. William H. Lumpkin (Upper 
South Carolina), and Rev. Harold Gosnell (West Texas)—Suffragan Bishop 
for the Armed Forces—Canons. 


HD 365—Rev. Ronald Ortmayer (Milwaukee)—Joint Committee on Non- 
Metropolitan Areas—Committees & Commissions. 


HD 366—Wallace C. Murchison (East Carolina)—Expenditures for Mis- 
sionary Work beyond U.S.A.—Stewardship. 


HD 367—Rev. Lee O. Stone (Oregon)—Stipends of Missionaries “Em- 
ployed in Field”—Missions. 

HD 368—Earl E. Eisenhart, Jr. (Washington)—War and Violence— 
National & International. 


HD 369—Rev. Ben J. Helmer (Northern Michigan)—Staff Officer, Execu- 
tive Council, for mission in non-metropolitan America—Rural Work. 


HD 370—Rev. Richard I. Brown (South Florida)—Consultation on 
Church Union—Ecumenical Relations. 


HD 371—Emmett Harmon (Liberia)—Study of Missionary District of 
Liberia—Missions. 


HD 372—Forrest F. Crane (Missouri)—Evangelism—Program & Budget/ 
Evangelism. 


HD 373—Rev. Raymond K. Riebs (Ecuador)—Deportation of Bishop 
Crowther—National & International. 


Forward Movement Publications 


The Rev. Mr. Lumpkin of Upper South Carolina presented Re- 
port + 2 of the Committee on Evangelism, and moved that this 
House concur, with Amendments, with House of Bishops No. 37, 
continuing Forward Movement Publications, the amendment taking 
the form of a two-clause preamble recognizing the contributions of 
Forward Movement Publications to the work of the Church. 

The House concurred, with Amendments 


(See Part I1I—“Forward Movement Publications’) 
Final Action: Adopted 


Canon on Meropolitan Councils 


The Rev. Mr. Bartlett of California presented Report + 2 of the 
Committee on Urban and Suburban Work, and moved that the 
House, with certain amendments, adopt Resolution HD 8, which 
would enact a Canon, “Of Metropolitan Councils’’. 

Matter recommitted 


Report of the Treasurer 
The Secretary presented, by title, the Report of the Treasurer of 
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the General Convention, which Report had been distributed to the 
House. 
Report received 


(See Part IV—Appendix 34) 


Joint Committee on Audit 


The Secretary presented, by title, the Report of the Joint Com- 
mittee on Audit, with its appended Resolutions. 


The Chair referred the Resolutions, as follows: 
HD 69—Resolution # 1—Expenses 

HD 70—Resolution # 2—Canons 

HD 71—Resolution # 3—Rules 

HD 72—Resolution # 4—Expenses 


Annotated Constitution and Canons 


The Secretary presented, by title, the Report of the Joint Com- 
mittee on Amendments to White and Dykman’s Annotated Consti- 
tution and Canons, with appended Resolutions. 


Resolution # 1—that the Committee be discharged, was put to 


an immediate vote. 
Resolution adopted 


The remaining Resolutions were referred by the Chair, as follows: 
HD 73—Resolution # 2—Calendar 


HD 74—Resolution # 3—Calendar 
HD 75—Resolution # 4—Expenses 


Adjournment 
Following announcements by the Secretary, and on motion, the 
House adjourned. 


FOURTH DAY 


THURSDAY, SEPTEMBER 21, 1967 
The House convened, pursuant to adjournment, at 9:00 a.m., 
the Vice-President in the chair. 


The Rev. Mr. Capon of Long Island, Chaplain, conducted the 
devotions of the House. 
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Mr. Belford of Harrisburg presented Report + 4 of the Commit- 
tee on the Certification of the Minutes, attesting that the Minutes 
of the Third Day were correct. : 

Certification of Deputies 


The Rev. Mr. Cook of Minnesota presented Reports # 6 and # 7 
of the Committee on Elections, and certified the following Deputies: 


Reginald M. Watt of Northern California for Hugh A. Evans. 

Rev. Duncan M. Gray, Jr., of Mississippi for Rev. Christoph Keller, Jr. 

Charles A. Langdon of Kansas for Maurice Breidenthal. 

Thomas Conlon of North Dakota for Kent H. Horton. 

Rev. James Mock of Northwest Texas for Rev. Richard F. Neal. 

Very Rev. John C. Leffler of Olympia for Rev. C. Howard Perry. 

Edgar Hartley, Jr., of Western North Carolina for Kenyon B. Zahner, Jr. 
Wyoming Deputation 


The Rev. Mr. Cook of Minnesota, for the Committee on Elections, 
moved the following Resolution: 


Resolved, That, pursuant to the action of this Convention in giving 
consent to the erection of the Diocese of Wyoming and its union with 
the General Convention, the provisional Deputies elected by the said 
jurisdiction be now seated in this House, as follows: 


Rev. William Larson 
Rev. John C. Tierney 
Rev. Howard Lee Wilson 
Andrew Semsey 
Jack Igo 
Dave Baskett 
Resolution adopted 
Study of Clergy-Salaries 
On motion of the Rev. Mr. Woodward of West Missouri, for the 
Committee on Dispatch of Business, the House took up the regular 


order of business, being the Reports of Standing Committees, be- 
ginning with the Committee on the State of the Church. 


Mr. Causey of Virginia, for the Committee on the State of the 


Church, presented Report + 6, on the subject of clergy-salaries, 
and with reference to Resolution HD 67. 


Mr. Causey moved the adoption of an amended Resolution, as 
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recommended by the Committee on the State of the Church. 
Resolution adopted 
(See Part III—“Clergy-Salary Study”) 


Final Action: Adopted 
Triennial Statistics 


Mr. Causey of Virginia presented Report + 7 of the Committee 
on the State of the Church, as follows: 


Your Committee submits by title the statistics of this Church for the 
years 1964, 1965, and 1966, as compiled by the Division of Research 
and Field Study of the Executive Council from the Annual Reports of 
Parishes and Dioceses. 


Mr. Causey moved that the Secretary of the Convention be 
authorized to publish the Statistics in the Journal of this General 
Convention. 


Motion carried 
(See Part IV—Appendix 32) 
Modification of Educational Requirements for the Ministry 


The Rev. Mr. Fowler of Arizona presented Reports + 4 and # 5 
of the Committee on Missions, in respect of Memorial HD 205, 
which bore the signatures of various clergymen and laymen con- 
cerned about raising up an indigenous ministry among minority 
groups in the United States (particularly among American Indians). 
To that end, the Memorialists had petitioned for an amendment of 
Canons 26 and 34 to extend to persons of foreign language and 
culture in the United States the same modifications of educational 
pre-requisites as are applicable to similar persons overseas. 


The Rev. Mr. Fowler moved the Resolution contained in HD 205 
to amend the said Canons. 


The Rev. Mr. Robertson of Northern Michigan, for the Commit- 
tee on Canons, also recommended the adoption of HD 205. Con- 
sideration of the matter was postponed, pending the Report of the 


Committee on Theological Education. 
Placed on the Calendar 


(See Part I1I—‘“‘Canon 26, Sec. 5 (d)”) 
Final Action: Adopted 
The Rev. Mr. Fowler moved that the Committee on Missions be 
discharged from further consideration of HD 9 (Standards for a 
Viable Overseas Diocese), that matter having already been acted 
upon on the recommendation of the Committee on Admission of 


Se RiAIOCESSS: Committee discharged 
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Election of a Presiding-Bishop-elect 


Mr. Jones of Central New York presented Report # 12 of the 
Committee on Amendments to the Constitution, which recom- 
mended the adoption of HD 46, being a proposed amendment to 
Article I., Sec. 3, paragraph 1, as amended by the Committee. The 
amendment, as proposed by the Mutual Responsibility Commis- 
sion, would provide for the election of a successor to the Presiding 
Bishop in the year prior to the end of the Presiding Bishop’s term 
of office. ; 

Placed on the Calendar 


(See Part II1J—“Constitution—Amendments Attempted— 


Art. I., Sec. 3”) 
Final Action: Not Adopted 


More Frequent Conventions 


Mr. Jones of Central New York presented Report # 15 of the 
Committee on Amendments to the Constitution, which recom- 
mended adoption of HD 48, being a proposal made by the Mutual 
Responsibility Commission, designed to clear the way for more 
frequent meetings of the General Convention by amending Article 
I., at Section 7. 


Mr. Jones moved the adoption of the Resolution. 
Resolution adopted 


(See Part I1I—“Constitution—Amendments Proposed— 
Art... secad 5) 
Final Action: Amended and Adopted 
Missionary Districts—Status and Name 


Mr. Jones of Central New York, for the Committee on Amend- 
ments to the Constitution, reporting on HD 33, moved the adoption 
of the Resolution proposed by the Joint Commission on Structure, 
and amended slightly by the Committee, which would amend every 
Article of the Constitution except Article IV., so as to abolish the 
categories of Missionary Districts and Missionary Bishops. 

Placed on the Calendar 


(See Part I1I—“Constitution—Amendments Proposed— 


Various Articles” ) 
Final Action: Adopted 


Role of the Presiding Bishop 


The Rev. Mr. Robertson of Northern Michigan submitted Report 
+# 11 of the Committee on Canons, and moved the adoption of 
HD 51, 52, 53, and 54, being a series of Resolutions proposed by 
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the Mutual Responsibility Commission for an amendment of Canon 
2, which would expand and define the role, duties, and rights of 
the Presiding Bishop. 
Placed on the Calendar 
(See Part III—“Canon 2, Sections 1, 2, 4, and 5”) 


Final Action: Section 1, Not Adopted; Others Adopted. 
Chalice—Lay-Administration 


The Rev. Mr. Robertson of Northern Michigan, for the Commit- 
tee on Canons (Report # 13), recommended and moved the adop- 
tion of HD 185, being a Memorial from the Diocese of Massachu- 
setts, proposing the amendment of Canon 49 to provide for the 
administration of the Cup at Holy Communion by a specially li- 
censed Lay Reader. 


An amendment offered by the Rev. Mr. Kingman of Central New 
York, and a Substitute proposed by the Committee on the Prayer 
Book, were defeated. 


An amendment moved by the Rev. Mr. Mason of Spokane, to 
limit the term of license, was adopted. 
Resolution, as amended, adopted 


(See Part III—“Canon 49, New Section 5”) 
Final Action: Adopted 
The Rev. Mr. Robertson, on behalf of the Committee, then re- 
quested that the Committee be discharged from further considera- 
tion of other Memorials on the same subject (HD 114, 129, and 
210). 


The Committee on the Prayer Book likewise asked to be dis- 
charged from further consideration of nine Memorials on the same 
subject, being HD 114, 129, 167, 171, 176, 179, 182, 185, and 210. 

Committees discharged 


Later in the day, the Committee on Amendments to the Con- 
stitution, acting in an advisory capacity, informed the House, 
through the President, that the above action might involve a viola- 
tion of the Constitution. The President announced his intention of 
sending the opinion of the Committee to the House of Bishops with 
the Message informing that House of this House’s action. 

It was moved by the Rev. Mr. Gerdau of Northern Michigan 
that the opinion not be sent. 

Motion not carried 


It was moved and seconded— 


That the opinion of the Committee on Amendments to the Constitution 
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be sent to the House of RishaPes roe with House of Deputies 
Message No. 73. 
Motion carried 


Committee on Canons—Discharge of Memorials 


The Rev. Mr. Robertson of Northern Michigan, for the Commit- 
tee on Canons, moved that the Committee on Canons be discharged 
from further consideration of the following Memorials: 


1. HD 154 (Northern Indiana)—-Women Members of Executive 
Council. Reason: Premature and inexpedient. 


2. HD 131 (Michigan)—Method of electing Executive Council Mem- 
bers. Reason: Premature. 


3. HD 130 (Mexico)—Concubinage in Latin America. Reason: The 
House has already acted unfavorably, on recommendation of another 
Committee. 


4. HD 178 (Texas)—General Convention Assessment. Reason: Subject- 
matter already reported on in connection with HD 50. 


5. HD 330 (Rev. Mr. McGehee of Virginia)—-Abandonment of the 
communion of this Church by a Presbyter. Reason: Inexpedient. 
Motion carried 
Committee discharged 
Standing Committee Powers 


The Rev. Mr. Robertson of Northern Michigan, for the Commit- 
tee on Canons (Report # 20), moved the following Resolution: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Canons be discharged from further 
consideration of HD 314, being a Resolution introduced by Mr. Roca 
of Arizona on the subject of the powers of Standing Committees; the 
Committee on Canons believing that this matter would be more prop- 
erly handled by way of Diocesan Canons. 


Mr. Roca of Arizona, moved to substitute the original Resolution. 
Motion carried 


The Question before the House, therefore, became the following: 


Resolved, That Canon 11 be amended by the addition of a new Sec- 
tion 2 that shall read: 


Sec. 2. So long as such rules do not contravene any provision of 
these Canons, every Standing Committee shall have the power to 
establish rules relating to its organization, meetings, and deliberations; 
to the conduct and exercise of its duties and powers; and to the exami- 
nation, training, and qualifications of Candidates for Holy Orders. 


Resolution not adopted 
Jerusalem Bible 


The Rev. Mr. Robertson of Northern Michigan, for the 
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Committee on Canons, moved that this House concur with the 
House of Bishops in adopting the Resolution contained in its 
Message No. 28, amending Canon 20, “Of Translations of the 
Bible”, to include authorization of the use of the Jerusalem Bible 
of 1966 for the Lessons at Morning and Evening Prayer. 


The House concurred 
(See Part III—‘“Canon 20’) 


Custodian, Book of Common Prayer, Duties 


The Rev. Mr. Robertson of Northern Michigan, for the Commit- 
tee on Canons, moved that this House concur with the House of 
Bishops in adopting the Resolution contained in its Message No. 32, 
amending Canon 21, “Of the Standard Book of Common Prayer’, 
to specify the responsibilities of the Custodian of the Standard Book 
in respect of materials authorized for trial use. 

The House concurred 


(See Part III—‘‘Canon 21, New Section 6”’) 


Messages from the House of Bishops 
Message No. 53—Concur with House of Deputies No. 20. 


(See Part I1]—‘“Canon 1, Sec. 1(b)”) 
Message No. 54—Concur with House of Deputies No. 21. 
(See Part I1I—‘“Expense Allowance for Deputies”) 
Message No. 55—Concur with House of Deputies No. 29. 
(See Part I1]—“Historical Society Report”) 


Message No. 56—Good Friday Offering. 


Referred to Ecumenical Relations 
(See Part III—‘“‘Good Friday Offering”) 
Final Action: Adopted 


Message No. 57—Administration of the Chalice in Federal 


Prisons. 
Referred to National & International 


(See Part I1I—“Chalice, Administration of, in Federal Prisons”) 
Final Action: Adopted 


Message No. 58—Commend Standing Liturgical Commission, 
The House concurred 


(See Part I1I—“Liturgical Commission—Commendation” ) 
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Message No. 59—Greetings to the Pope. 
_ The House concurred 


(See Part III—*“Pope Paul VI") 


Message No. 60—Amended Resolution on Consultation on 
Church Union. 
Placed on the Calendar 


(See Part. I1]—“Consultation on Church Union”) 
Final Action: Amended and Adopted 


Message No. 61—Greeting to Eugene Carson Blake. 
The House concurred 


(See Part I1]—“Blake, Eugene Carson”) 


Message No. 62—Communion Discipline. 
Referred to Prayer Book/Constitution/Ecumenical Relations 


(See Part eae ‘Communion Discipline”) 
Final Action: Amended and Adopt 
Message No. 63—Conversations with Roman Catholics, and 
others. 
Referred to Ecumenical Relations 


(See Part I1]—“Roman Catholic Relations”) 
Final Action: Adopted 


The Episcopalian 


The Rev. Mr. Krumm of New York submitted Reports = 5, = 6, 
+ 7, = 8, and +9 of the Committee on Christian Education, 
recommending favorable action on a series of Resolutions proposed 
by the Board of Directors of “The Episcopalian, Inc.”. The Rev. 
Mr. Krumm moved the Resolutions, as follows: 

HD 2—Every-Family Plan. 

Resolution adopted 
(See Part III—“Episcopalian Magazine—Every-Family Plan”) 
Final Action: Adopted 
HD 3—Confirmation of interim election, Members and Directors. 


HD 4—Confirmation of present membership and Directors. 
Resolutions adopted 


(See Part I1]—“Episcopalian—Members and Directors”) 


HD 5—Appropriation for Magazine. 
Referred to Program & Budget 


Final Action: Included in General Church Program 
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HD 6—Confirmation of Acts of Directors. 
Referred to Program & Budget 


See Part III—“Epi ian— ; 7 
38 (Se : ie piscopalian—Members and Directors”) 


Boy Scout Movement 


: The Rev. Mr. Krumm, for the Committee on Christian Educa- 
tion, reported that the Committee had considered HD 311, a Reso- 
lution introduced by Mr. Tellepsen of Texas, on the subject of the 
Boy Scout Movement, and that the Committee recommended its 
adoption. 


Matter recommitied 

Communication 
The Secretary reported the receipt of identical telegrams, ad- 
dressed to the President and Secretary of this House, respectively, 


from the Parish of Holy Trinity, Peru, Northern Indiana, on the 
subject of the Consultation on Church Union. 


The communication was assigned the number HD 374 and was 
referred by the Chair to 
Ecumenical Relations 


Human Sexuality 

The Rev. Mr. Mollegen of Virginia presented Report + 8 of the 
Committee on Christian Social Relations, recommending the 
tion of a Resolution combining the matters contained in HD 12 and 
HD 13, on the subject of Christian attitudes in respect of human 
sexuality, which had been proposed by the Joint Commission on 
the Church in Human Affairs. 


Mr. Worsham of Dallas moved an amendment. 


The Report as a whole, together with the amendment, were 
placed on the Calendar, and the Committee on Dispatch of Business 


was directed to arrange a Special Order for their consideration. 
Placed on the Calendar 


Euthanasia 
The Rev. Mr. Mollegen of Virginia, for the Committee on Chris- 


tian Social Relations, reported in respect of HD 315, a Resolution 
introduced by the Rev. Mr. Trelease of Ohio, which proposed the 
creation of a Joint Commission on Euthanasia. The Committee on 
Christian Social Relations recommended, in lieu of creating a Joint 
Commission, that the matter of euthanasia be referred to the Joint 
Commission on the Church in Human Affairs. 
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The Rev. Mr. Mollegen moved a Resolution to that effect. 


It was ruled by the Chair that consideration of the matter should 
be postponed. 
Placed on the Calendar 


Joint Rules of Order 


Mr. Crump of Tennessee, for the Committee on Rules of Order, 
moved two Resolutions, to amend the Joint Rules of Order as re- 
quested by the Joint Committee on Expenses, as follows: 


1. To change the date of appointment of the Joint Committee on 
Expenses from the month of August to the month of May in 
each General Convention year. 

Resolution adopted 
(See Part I1I—‘Joint Rules of Order—Rule 10(a)’’) 
Final Action: Adopted 

2. To rescind Rule 11 and enact a new Rule 11, making the 
Committee on Audit a sub-committee of the Joint Committee 
on Expenses. 

Resolution adopted 
(See Part I1J—“Joint Rules of Order—Rule 11”) 


Final Action: Adopted 
Polling of Deputations 


Mr. Waller of Georgia moved a Resolution (HD 375) on the 
subject of the polling of deputations on the request of an individual 
Deputy. 

Referred to Rules of Order 
Work Among the Rural Poor 


The Rev. Mr. Ortmayer of Milwaukee, for the Committee on 
Rural Work, reported on HD 329, a Resolution introduced by the 
Rev. Mr. Wiedrich of Northern Michigan, commending Appalachia 
South, Inc., and urging that similar regional planning be done in 
other economically depressed rural areas. 


The Rev. Mr. Ortmayer moved a Resolution to that effect. 
Resolution adopted 


(See Part II1J—“Rural Regional Councils” ) 


Final Action: Adopted 
Special Orders 


The Rev. Mr. Woodward of West Missouri presented Reports 
+ 38 and + 39 of the Committee on Dispatch of Business, and 
moved the following Special Orders: 
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1. Thursday, September 21, at 3:45 p.m., for the purpose of hearing a 
report by the Very Rev. Samuel J. Wylie, Dean of the General 
Theological Seminary. 


2. Friday, September 22, at 10:00 a.m., for the purpose of considering 
the Resolution on Christian attitudes in respect of human sexuality 
as recommended by the Committee on Christian Social Relations. 


Motion carried 
Recess 


After announcements by the Secretary, the House recessed at 
1215 5p,007 


The House re-convened at 2:00 p.m., the President in the chair. 
Joint Session Cancelation 


The Rev. Mr. Woodward of West Missouri, for the Committee 
on Dispatch of Business (Report + 40), moved, the House of 
Bishops concurring, that the Joint Session scheduled for Friday 
evening to hear the Report of the Joint Comittee on Program and 
Budget be canceled, the subject-matter of the proposed session 
having been adequately covered by the presentation by the said 
Joint Committee on Tuesday evening and by the series of open 
hearings on the General Church Program. 

Motion carried 


(See Page 298—“‘Joint Sessions” ) 
Final Action: Adopted 


Special Orders 


The Rev. Mr. Woodward of West Missouri then presented Reports 
+ 41, # 42, and # 43, of the Committee on Dispatch of Business, 
and moved the following Special Orders: 


1, Friday, September 22, 8:00 to 10:00 p.m., for an extraordinary Ses- 
sion of the House of Deputies. 


2. Saturday, September 23, 9:30 a.m., for the purpose of hearing and 
acting on the Report of the Joint Committee on Program and Budget. 


3. Monday, September 25, 10:00 a.m., for the purpose of hearing the 
Report of the Committee on Ecumenical Relations. __ : 
Motions carried 
Certification of Deputies 
The Rev. Mr. Atkins of Milwaukee, for the Committee on Elec- 
tions, certified the following Deputies: 


Rev. Donald J. West of Nebraska for Rev. Richard F, Miles (for Sep- 
tember 22, a.m. only). 
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Rev. C. Howard Perry of Olympia for Rev. Paul E. Langpaap. 
Tom Hood of Nevada for John P. Thatcher. 

Hugh A. Evans of Northern California for Reginald M. Watt. 
Rev. Lincoln P. Eng of:Olympia for Rev. Arthur A. Vall-Spinosa. 
F. Edward Lund of Ohio for Robert Lindstrom. 


Rev. John P. Gorsuch of Spokane for Rev. Frank J. Palmer (as from 
the First Day). 


Stewardship 


The time for the Spécial Order to hear the Report of the Com- 
mittee on Stewardship having come, Mr. Ikard of New Mexico and 
Southwest Texas addressed the House on the subject of stewardship 
in general and, in particular, on the subject of the Partnership Plan 
proposed by the Joint Committee on the Partnership Plan and sup- 
ported by the Mutual Responsibility Commission, in the Reports of 
those bodies to this Convention. 


Mr. Ikard and other members of the Committee on Stewardship 
answered questions from the floor. 


Mr. Ikard presented Report # 2 of the Committee on Steward- 
ship, and moved a Resolution that the General Convention adopt 
the “Statement About Stewardship” that had been approved by the 
House of Bishops at its Special Meeting of 1966 (See Appendix 31). 

Resolution adopted 


(See Part III—‘“Stewardship, Statement About’) 
Final Action: Adopted 


Mr. Ikard presented Report # 3 of the Committee on Steward- 
ship, and moved the adoption of Resolution HD 23, establishing 
the Partnership Plan, in respect of the relations between the na- 
tional Church and the several jurisdictions, but with the effective 
date of 1969 rather than 1968. 

Resolution adopted 
(See Part I1I—“Partnership” ) 
Final Action: Not Adopted 
Nominations for President of the House 


Pursuant to the Special Order and Procedure previously adopted, 
the Chair called for nominations for the office of President. The 
following Deputies were nominated: 


1. Rev. Mr. Krusen of Western New York—by Mr. Elliott of Western 
New York. 


2. Rev. Mr. Leffler of Olympia—by Rev. Mr. Eng of Olympia. 
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3. Rev. Mr. Bartlett of California—by Mr. Harmon of Liberia. 
4. Rev. Mr. Cary of Los Angeles—by Mr. Fogg of Los Angeles. 


5: Fre Mr. Washington of Pennsylvania—by Mr. Lawrence of New 
ork. 


6. Mr. Crump of Tennessee—by Rev. Mr. Hoffman of Northern 
California. 


7. Rev. Mr. Coburn of Massachusetts—by Mr. Coolidge of Massachu- 
setts. 


8. Mr. Jones of Central New York—by Rev. Mr. Thompson of Central 
New York. 


9. Mr. Osborn of Florida—by Rev. Mr. Tate of Atlanta. 
General Theological Seminary 


Pursuant to a Special Order, the Chair introduced the Very Rev. 
Samuel J. Wylie, Dean of the General Theological Seminary. 


Dean Wylie addressed the House and referred the Deputies to 
his formal Report (See Appendix 17). 


Dean Wylie deposited with the Secretary the triennial Report of 
the Trustees. 
Youth Representative 


The Chair read a communication from the Rev. Daisuke Kita- 
gawa, Executive Secretary for College Work in the Home Depart- 
ment of the Executive Council, requesting that opportunity be given 
on the agenda of the House for an address by Mr. John Dillon, 
President of the Student Committee of the National Advisory Com- 
mittee on College Work. 

It was moved and seconded— 


That Mr. John Dillon be asked to address this House at a time to be 
arranged by the Committee on Dispatch of Business. . : 
Motion carried 


Messages from the House of Bishops 


The Secretary reported the receipt of Messages from the House 
of Bishops, as follows: 


Message No. 64—Concur with House of Deputies No. 33. 
(See Part III—‘“‘Canon 8, Sec. 9’’) 

Message No. 65—Concur with House of Deputies No. 34. 

(See Part I1I—“Treasurer of the General Convention”’) 
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Message No. 66—Concur with House of Deputies No. 48. 
(See Part [I1I—‘“College Work—Ecumenically Oriented”) 
Message No. 67—Concur with House of Deputies No. 51. 
Message No. 68—Concur with House of Deputies No. 52. 
(See Part I[II—“Viable Diocese Criteria’”’) 
Message No. 69—Concur with House of Deputies No. 54. 
(See Part I1I—“Technology—Medical and Scientific’) 
Message No. 70—Concur with House of Deputies No. 47. 
(See Part I1I—‘“Prayer Book in Simple English’) 
Message No. 71—Concur with House of Deputies No. 37. 
(See Part I1I—‘Forward Movement Publications” ) 
Message No. 72—Concur with House of Deputies No. 49. 
(See Part III—‘“‘Prayer Book Revision—Plan’’) 


Message No. 73—Establish Joint Commission on Deployment of 
the Clergy. 
Referred to Committees & Commissions 
(See Part II—“Clergy, Deployment of’) 
Final Action: Amended and Adopted 
Message No. 74—Appropriation for Deployment Commission, 
Referred to Expenses 


(See Part I1I—‘“General Convention Budget’’) 
Final Action; Adopted 
Message No. 75—Appropriation for Clergy-Information Deposi- 
tory. 
Referred to Program & Budget 
(See Part I1I—“Clergy-Information Depository”) 


Final Action: Not Adopted 
Message No. 76—Adopt House of Bishops’ Statement on Negro 
Clergymen. 
Referred to Social Relations 


(See Part III—“Negro Clergymen” ) 
Final Action: Not Adopted 
Message No. 77—Amend Canon 45, “Of the Dissolution of the 
Pastoral Relationship”. 
Referred to Canons 


(See Part I1I—“Canon 45”) 


Final Action: Died in Committee. 
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Message No. 78—Amending House of Bishops No. 76. 


Referred to Social Relations 


(See Part III—‘Negro Clergymen”’) 


Final Action: Not Adopted 


Special Orders 


The Rev. Mr. Woodward of West Missouri presented Reports 
# 44 and # 45 of the Committee on the Dispatch of Business, 
and moved the following Special Orders: 


1, Friday, September 22, 9:30 a.m.—Resume the Report of the Com- 
mittee on Stewardship, followed by the Report of the Committee on 
Christian Social Relations on the subject of human sexuality. 


2. Friday, September 22, 11:30 a.m.—Address by Mr. John Dillon of 
the National Episcopal Student Committee. 
Motion carried 
Adjournment 


After announcements by the Secretary, and on motion of the 
Rev. Mr. Woodward of West Missouri, the House adjourned at 
4:15 p.m. 


FIFTH DAY 


FRIDAY, SEPTEMBER 22, 1967 


The House met, pursuant to adjournment, the Vice-President in 
the chair, at 9:00 a.m. 


The Rev. Mr. Capon of Long Island, Chaplain, conducted the 
devotions of the House. 


Mr. Belford of Harrisburg, for the Committee to Certify the 
Minutes, reported (Report # 5) that the Committee had met with 
the Secretary, heard the Minutes of the Fourth Day read, and cer- 
tified them to be correct. 

Certification of Deputies 

The Rev. Mr. Atkins of Milwaukee, for the Committee on Elec- 
tions, certified that the following Deputies were entitled to sit in 
this Convention: 

Rev. William Frey of Costa Rica 
Rev. G. Edward Haynsworth of El Salvador 
Robert Stanley of Honduras 


Rev. Edward G. Mullen of Alabama for Rev. R. E. Gribbin, Jr. (for the 
afternoon of September 21) 
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Raybourne Fraser of Mississippi for Sherwood Wise (for September 
23 only) : 


Rev. Alex D. Dickson, Jr., of Mississippi for Rev. Fred J. Bush (for 
September 23 only) 


Rev. Harold S. Jones of North Dakota for Rev. Harry W. Vere (for 
September 22 only) 


Ralph McBain of Northern Michigan for William Wright 
Charles P. Taft of Southern Ohio for Robert L. Black, Jr. 


Rev. G..Russell Hargate of Ohio for Rev. Solomon Jacobs (for Septem- 
ber 22 only) 


Deputies, Diocese of Wyoming 
The Chair introduced the Bishop of Wyoming, the Rt. Rev. J. 
Wilson Hunter. 


Bishop Hunter then introduced the men who had been elected 
Provisional Deputies to this Convention by the Convocation of the 
Missionary District of Wyoming and who now were to take their 
seats as Clerical and Lay Deputies of the new Diocese of Wyoming. 


The Deputies were welcomed by the Chair and with applause as 
they proceeded to take the seats assigned to them. 


Women Nominated for Executive Council Membership 


The Secretary read a communication from the Triennial Meeting 
of the Women of the Church, informing the House of Deputies that, 
pursuant to Canon 4, six women had been nominated to the General 
Convention for election to membership on the Executive Council 
for three-year terms; being the following: 


Mrs. Seaton G. Bailey of Atlanta 

Mrs. Robert H. Durham of Michigan (for a second term) 
Mrs. Cyrus Higley of Central New York 

Mrs. Harold C. Kelleran of Virginia 

Mrs. Harold Sorg of California (for a second term) 


Dr. Charity Waymouth of Maine 
Referred to Committee on Nominations for Executive Council 


Messages from the House of Bishops 


The Secretary reported the receipt of Messages from the House 
of Bishops, as follows: 


Message No. 50—Concur with House of Deputies No. 13. 
(See Part I[1I—“Secretary of the General Convention” ) 
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Message No. 51—Concur with House of Deputies No. 14. 
(See Part I1—“Accounting Form, Standard”) 
Message No. 52—Concur with House of Deputies No. 15. 
(See Part III—“Viable Diocese Criteria” ) 


Message No. 79—Recruitment and Scholarship-aid for disad- 
vantaged children. 
Referred to Social Relations 


(See Part I11—‘“Church Schools and Minority Groups”) 
Final Action: Amended and Adopted 


Message No. 80—Abortion-Law Reform. 
Referred to National & International 


(See Part II1]—Under that heading) 


Final Action: Amended and Adopted 
Message No, 81—Concur with House of Deputies No. 55. 
(See Part If1I—“Social Services for the Poor’) 
Message No. 82—Concur with House of Deputies No. 57. 
(See Part I1I—-“Equal Opportunity Policy”) 
Message No. 83—Concur with House of Deputies No. 59. 
(See Part I[I—“Metropolitan Councils”) 


Message No. 84—Home-rule for Washington, D.C. 
Referred to National & International 


(See Part I1I—‘District of Columbia” ) 
Final Action: Adopted 


Message No. 85—Establish a Joint Commission on the Role of 


Deaconesses. 
Referred to Committees & Commissions 


(See Part I1I—‘“‘Deaconesses, Joint Commission”) 
Final Action: Not Adopted 


Message No. 86—Concur with House of Deputies No. 58. 
(See Part III—“Pension Fund Benefits”) 


Stewardship 


Pursuant to a Special Order, the Committee on Stewardship re- 
sumed its reporting, with Mr. Ikard of New Mexico and Southwest 


Texas representing the Committee. 
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Mr. Ikard moved that the House adopt Resolution 1 of HD 57, on 
the subject of the interpretation of the Partnership Plan. 
“Resolution adopted 


(See Part If1[—‘Partnership”) 
Final Action: Not Adopted ‘ 


Mr. Ikard moved that the House adopt HD 57, Resolution 2, on 
the subject of the interpretation of the General Church Program by 
Bishops and Deputies. 

Resolution adopted 


(See Part I1I—‘‘General Church Program—Interpretation”’ ) 
Final Action: Adopted 


Mr. Ikard moved that the House adopt HD 57, Resolution 3, on 
the responsibility of the Bishops and Deputies to secure their Di- 
oceses’ pledges for the General Church Program. 

Resolution adopted 


(See Part I{1I—“‘General Church Program—Pledges”) 


Final Action: Adopted 


Mr. Ikard moved that the House adopt HD 57, Resolution 4, 
setting forth the responsibility of elected Members of the Executive 
Council to interpret the General Program to Dioceses, on invitation. 

Resolution adopted 


(See Part III—‘“General Church Program—Interpretation” ) 
Final Action: Adopted 


Mr. Ikard moved that the House adopt HD 57, Resolution 5, 
which establishes the duty of elected Members of the Executive 
Council to visit every jurisdiction. 

Resolution adopted 


(See Part III—“Executive Council Visitations” ) 
Final Action: Adopted 


Mr. Ikard moved that the House adopt a Resolution endorsing 
the plan of the Executive Council to establish and man an office of 
Stewardship-Education. 

Resolution adopted 


(See Part I1I—‘“Stewardship-Education Officer”) 


Final Action: Adopted 


Mr. Ikard moved that the House adopt a Resolution increasin 
the appropriation for Stewardship-Education from $40,000.00 to 
$100,000.00. 


Referred to Program & Budget 
Final Action: Not Adopted 
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_ Finally, Mr. Ikard moved that the Committee on Stewardship be 
discharged from further consideration of two Memorials, as follows: 


1. HD 168, from the Diocese of San Joaquin, proposing a different 
method of apportioning quotas for the General Church Program, as 
being inconsistent with the previous recommendation of the Com- 
mittee, which was adopted by this House, that quotas be abolished. 


2. HD 207, from the Synod of Province I, proposing an alternative 
implementation of the Partnership Principle, as being superseded by 
the previous adoption by this House of the Committee-recommended 
Partnership Plan. 

Motion carried 


Committee discharged 


Committee Appointment 


The Chair appointed Mr. Taft of Southern Ohio, newly certified, 
to serve on the Committee on Christian Social Relations. 


Evangelism 


The Rev. Mr. Woodward of West Missouri presented Report 
+ 47 of the Committee on Dispatch of Business and moved— 


That a Special Order be set at this time to receive a Report from the 
Committee on Evangelism, so that the same may be referred to the Joint 
Committee on Program and Budget. 

Motion carried 


The Rev. Mr. Lumpkin of Upper South Carolina submitted the 
following Report of the Committee on Evangelism: 


We take note that a definition of Evangelism as a distinct, particular, 
Christian activity is often called for. Your Committee offers a definition 
- today, which represents our common mind. 


First, a word or two on what Evangelism is not. It is not the teaching 
of the Christian faith and life; it is not the application of Christian prin- 
ciples to moral or social situations; it is not that development of Christian 
responsibility usually called Stewardship; it is not the response to our 
Lord’s summoning to world mission; it is not mere recruitment of mem- 
bership in any given Christian Communion—not even our own. 


Evangelism is the personal, human, subjective communication of the 
joyful presence, and the transforming power, of Christ the Divine Savior 
to another person, or other persons. It is the witness to, and the sharing 


of, an experience. 


In making this communication there should be no limitation to tra- 
ditional modes of expression or activity. It is, in fact, highly advisable 
in the mid-20th Century that both the idiom of the day, and all avail- 
able contemporary media of communication—literary, electronic, artistic, 
homiletic, conversational, and through group activity—be employed. 
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But the capacity to make this communication does not “come na- 
turally” to the majority of convinced Christians. The same capacity 
comes supernaturally to much smaller numbers. The average Christian, 
and certainly the average Episcopalian, whether’ priest or lay person, 
must be trained before he can witness to and share Christian experience. 
Otherwise, he will remain virtually inarticulate. This is a matter of obser- 
vation, and we regard it as true of ourselves who speak to you today. 


It is vitally necessary that a staff officer for Evangelism be appointed 
to serve at the national level, who will find and organize for action 
those persons qualified to lead and train groups or individuals, and assist 
the Dioceses in ‘co-ordination of existing work already begun in 
Evangelism. 


The development of capacity to witness to and communicate the 
Good News in Christ will bring personal commitment to the fore 
throughout the Church. The increase in number of committed persons 
will produce a higher and higher degree of motivation for, and motive 
power in, the Church’s general program of Christian Education, Chris- 
tian Social Relations, Stewardship, and Mission. And as this Church, 
through its people, communicates Christ to the world in which it lives 
poy its own membership will grow as the Lord of the Church thinks 

est 


The Rev. Mr. Lumpkin then offered an implementing Resolution 
and moved its adoption. 
Referred to Program & Budget 


(See Part I1]—“Evangelism Program”’) 


Final Action: Adopted 


Human Sexuality 


Pursuant to a Special Order, Item + 24 was taken from the 
Calendar, being Report # 8 of the Committee on Christian Social 
Relations, proposing a Resolution combining the subject-matter of 
HD 12 and HD 13 on Christian attitudes about human sexuality. 
The matter had originally been brought to the attention of this Con- 
vention in the Report of the Joint Commission on the Church in 
Human Affairs. 


The Rev. Mr. Mollegen moved the Resolution. 


Amendments offered by Mr. Worsham of Dallas, Mr. Pederson of 
Oregon, and the Rev. Mr. Leach of Arkansas, did not prevail. 


An amendment moved by the Rev. Mr. Vogel of Milwaukee was 
adopted. 


A vote by orders was called for by the Diocese of East Carolina. 
Resolution, as amended, adopted 


(See Part III—“Sexuality, Human—Christian Attitudes”) 
Final Action: Amended and Adopted 
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Special Orders 


The Rev. Mr. Woodward of West Missouri presented Reports 
# 48, # 49, and # 50 of the Committee on Dispatch of Business 
and moved the following Special Orders for this day (Friday, Sep- 
tember 22): 


ti Immediately (10:35 a.m.)—Report of the Committee on Theological 
Education. 


2. At 2:00 p.m.—Report of the Committee on Structure, to be inter- 
rupted by the Special Order for the visit of the Archbishop of Canter- 
bury, and to be resumed thereafter. 


3. Following Report of Structure Committee—To receive the Report of 
the Committee on the Church Pension Fund. 
Motion carried 


Theological Education 


The Rev. Mr. Coburn of Massachusetts, for the Committee on 
Theological Education, presented its Report # 3, on the subject of 
the Report of the Special Committee on Theological Education in 
the Episcopal Church. 


The Committee pointed out that the substance of the Report was 
to be found in the book entitled Ministry for Tomorrow, which had 
been distributed to members of the House; that Dr. Pusey of Har- 
vard had addressed the House on the subject on the Fourth Day; 
and that two public hearings on the Report had been held. 


The Rev. Mr. Coburn moved that the House concur with the 
House of Bishops in adopting the Resolution contained in its Mes- 
sage No. 49, with Amendments, the said Amendments being 1) the 
requirement that the Presiding Bishop’s appointments to the Board 
for Theological Education have the approval of the Executive Coun- 
cil, and 2) the referral of the third “Resolved” clause to the Joint 
Committee on Program and Budget for implementation. 


Amendments offered by Mr. Nave of Lexington and the Rev. Mr. 


Estill of Kentucky did not prevail. 
The House concurred, with Amendments 


(See Part III—“Theological Education Board”) 
Final Action: Adopted 
The Rev. Mr. Coburn moved that the Committee on Theological 
Education be discharged from further consideration of HD 334. 
Mr. Hambly of California, sponsor of HD 334, which called for 
a four-year seminary course, including a one-year internship, had 
agreed to withdraw the Resolution, in view of the establishment of 
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the Board for Theological Education, which will undoubtedly con- 
sider the matter. . 

. Motion carried 

Committee discharged 


Modification of Educational Requirements for the Ministry 


Item + 15 was taken from the Calendar, being the Memorial 
(HD 205) from persons interested in developing an indigenous 
ministry among ethnic and cultural groups in the United States. 


The Rev. Mr. Coburn of Massachusetts, for the Committee on 
Theological Education, recommended adoption of the Resolution. 


The Rev. Mr. Robertson of Northern Michigan, for the Commit- 
tee on Canons, moved the Resolution. 
Resolution adopted 


(See Part III—‘“‘Canon 26, Sec. 5(d) and 
Canon 34, Sec. 10(a)(3)”) 
Final Action: Adopted 
Youth Representative 


Pursuant to a Special Order, the Chair introduced Mr. John 
Dillon, a graduate student at Princeton University, who is President 
of the Episcopal Student Committee of the National Advisory 
Committee on College Work. 


Mr. Dillon addressed the House on the emerging role of young 
people in our society. He strongly and persuasively advocated the 
inclusion of young people in the policy-making and decision-making 
instrumentalities of the Church. 


Social Insurance 
Item # 10 was taken from the Calendar, being HD 212, HD 
213, and HD 214, three of the Resolutions proposed by the Episco- 


pal Action Group on Poverty, dealing, respectively with social 
insurance, Medicare, and public assistance. 


The Rev. Mr. Pollard of Tennessee, for the Committee on Na- 
tional and International Problems, moved the Committee version 
of HD 212. 


Amendments were offered by the Rev. Mr. McAllister of West 
Texas, Mr. Hickenlooper of Southern Ohio, and Mr. Crump of 
Tennessee. Mr. Crump’s amendment was adopted. 


It was moved and seconded— 


That HD 212 be tabled. 
Motion carried 
(308 aye—298 no) 
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The other two Resolutions, HD 213 and HD 214, were returned 
to the Calendar. 
Noon-day Prayers 

The Vice-President led the House in noon-day prayers. 
Memorials of Deceased Members 


The Rev. Mr. Stretch of Spokane, for the Committee on Me- 
morials of Deceased Members, introduced the Secretary of the 
Committee, Mr. Greer of Kentucky. 


Mr. Greer read the roll of former members of ‘this House who 
had died since the last meeting of the General Convention. 


(See Appendix 24) 
The Rev. Mr. Stretch read memorial prayers. 
Recess 


Following announcements by the Secretary, and on motion of 
the Rev. Mr. Woodward of West Missouri, the House recessed. 


The House reconvened at 2:00 p.m. 


Certification of Deputies 
The Rev. Mr. Atkins of Milwaukee, for the Committee on Elec- 
tions, certified the following Deputies: 


F. H. Schlichting of Fond du Lac for John F. Barlow (as from the First 
Day). 


Rev. Wayne Williamson of Olympia for Rev. Arnold A. Fenton (Sep- 
tember 22 only). 


“American Church News” Article 

The Chair announced that he had granted permission to a mem- 
ber of the other House to address this House on a question of 
personal privilege. He then introduced the Rt. Rev. Chandler W. 
Sterling of Montana. 


Bishop Sterling, as President of the American Church Union, 
publisher of “The American Church News: General Convention 
Daily”, apologized to the House of Deputies for an article appear- 
ing in the September 22 issue of the paper, which imputed unworthy 
motives to, and undue outside influence on, the Presiding Bishop 
and other Church leaders, in respect of the Crisis-in-American- 
Life program. 


The Rev. Mr. Mollegen of Virginia proposed the following Reso- 
lution: 
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Resolved, That the House of Deputies of this Sixty-Second General 
Convention unanimously express its deep gratitude to the Bishop of 
Montana for his statement to us in reference to an article in The Amer- 
ican Church News of September 22, 1967. We admire his courage and 
appreciate his ministry of reconciliation. 


Resolution adopted 


Election of Presiding Bishop by Convention 


The Rev. Mr. Eckel of Western Massachusetts presented Report 
+# 9 of the Committee on Structure, which informed the House that 
the said Committee had re-organized, after the resignation of its 
Chairman, the Rev. Mr. McNair of Northern California, by electing 
the Rev. Mr. Eckel as Chairman. 


The Rev. Mr. Eckel then moved, for the Committee on Structure, 
that the House adopt Resolution HD 46, as amended by the Com- 
mittee on Amendments to the Constitution. The Resolution, origi- 
nally proposed by the Mutual Responsibility Commission, would 
provide that the Presiding Bishop of the Church be elected by the 
General Convention in Joint Executive Session assembled. 


A further amendment, offered by Mr. Jones of Central New 
York, having the effect of making the election contingent on a 
concurrence of the three orders, was adopted. 

Resolution, as amended, adopted 


(See Part II1I—“Constitution—Amendments Attempted— 


Art. I., Sec. 3”) 
Final Action: Not Adopted 


Youth Observers 


The Rev. Mr. Smyth of North Carolina moved a Resolution 
making provision for the seating of representatives of the National 
Episcopal Student Committee as official observers in the House at 
this Convention. 

Referred to Privilege & Courtesy 


Seattle Council of Churches 


At the request of the Chair, the Secretary read a communication 
from the Board of Directors of the Council of Churches of Greater 
Seattle, as follows: 


Dr. Clifford P. Morehouse, President 

House of Deputies, 62nd Episcopal Convention 
c/o The Olympic Hotel 

Seattle, Washington 98104 

Dear Dr. Morehouse: 


1967] HOUSE OF DEPUTIES O23 


The following words of commendation and encouragement were 
adopted today by the Board of Directors of the Council of Churches of 
Greater Seattle as part of a “Message to the Council of Churches’ Mem- 
ber Churches and House of Delegates’. 


The Board requested that the following excerpt be sent for whatever 
use you may deem appropriate. 


“9. We commend the Rt. Rev. John E. Hines, Presiding Bishop of the 
Episcopal Church and the Church’s Executive Council for courageous, 
prophetic leadership in seeking means and ways to give the black 
ghetto populations of our American cities a significant role in deter- 
mining their own future. We believe that Bishop Hines’ sermon Sun- 
day evening was one of lasting importance. We view the proposed 
$3 million annual expenditure for a three-year period to be a program 
on a rather vast scale for a national organization to adopt on such 
short notice. But this proposal thereby serves to challenge and supple- 
ment what government, business, and other private interests can do 
with their much larger resources in this added dimension of human 
renewal and development. If it be not considered presumptuous, we 
urge the House of Bishops and the House of Deputies of the 62nd 
Triennial Convention now assembled in Seattle to adopt these propo- 
sals. At the same time we urge other denominations and Church 
groups throughout the nation to align themselves with the Episcopal 
Church in this new endeavor. To whatever extent is possible, the 
Council of Churches of Greater Seattle wishes to be of assistance to 
your great Church in the Seattle/Puget-Sound Metropolitan Region in 
this and other new forms of people-centered, urban ministry through 
the channels of communication and co-ordination which the Council 
has with Central Area leaders, both traditional and emergent.” 
Sincerely yours, 


(signed) Lemuel Petersen 
Executive Minister 


Individual Vote by Orders at Election of Presiding Bishop 


Mr. Jones of Central New York presented Report # 13 of the 
Committee on Amendments to the Constitution, in respect of 
HD 47, as proposed by the Mutual Responsibility Commission. The 
proposal would amend Article I., Sec. 4, of the Constitution to 
provide that, only in an election of a Presiding Bishop, votes by 
orders would be individual votes and not by Dioceses. The Commit- 
tee stated that amendments to HD 46, proposed by the Committee 
and adopted by the House, render this further amendment of Article 
I. unnecessary. 


Therefore, Mr. Jones, for the Committee, moved that the Com- 
mittee be discharged from further consideration of HD 47. 
Motion carried 


Mr. Roca of Arizona moved that the House re-consider its action. 
Motion not carried 
Committee discharged 
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Vacancy in Office of Presiding Bishop 


Mr. Jones of Central New York, for the Committee on Amend- 
ments to the Constitution, moved a further amendment of Article I. 
of the Constitution to provide, in consonance with the procedure 
already approved for the election of a Presiding Bishop by the 
General Convention, for the calling of a Special General Conven- 
tion to fill a vacancy in the office. 

Resolution adopted 


(See Part I1I—“Constitution—Amendments Attempted— 
Art. I., Sec. 3”) 


Final Action: Not Adopted 


Joint Committees and Joint Commissions 
Mr. Worsham of Dallas, for the Committee on Structure, moved 
that the House adopt Resolution HD 49, proposed by the Mutual 
Responsibility Commission, which provides canonically for Joint 
Committees and Joint Commissions. Hitherto, these agencies have 
been appointed and have functioned on a basis of custom. 
Resolution adopted 
(See Part IIJ—“Canon 1, New Sec. 2”) 


Final Action: Adopted 


Assessment Ceiling 


Mr. Worsham of Dallas, for the Committee on Structure, moved 
that the House adopt HD 50, proposed by the Mutual Responsi- 
bility Commission. The Resolution proposed to remove from the 
Canon the specific dollar-figure for the maximum amount that a 
Diocese may be assessed, per clergyman, for the contingent ex- 
penses of the General Convention, leaving such ceiling to be set 
by each General Convention by Resolution. 

Resolution adopted 


(See Part III—‘‘Canon 1, Sec. 6’) 
Final Action: Adopted 


Special Orders 


The Rev. Mr. Woodward of West Missouri presented Reports 
# 51 and # 52 of the Committee on Dispatch of Business, and 
moved the following Special Orders: 


1. Friday, September 22—following the Report of the Committee on 
the Church Pension Fund—to hear the Report of the Committee on 
the Place of the Next Convention. 


2. Tuesday, September 26—10:00 a.m.—election of members of Execu- 
tive Council, Trustees of the Church Pension Fund, and Trustees of 
the General Theological Seminary. 


Motion carried 
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Archbishop of Canterbury 


_Escorted by his Guard of Honor, His Grace, the Lord Arch- 
bishop of Canterbury, the Most Rev. and Rt. Hon. Arthur Michael 
Ramsey, entered the House and proceeded to the rostrum, where he 
was greeted, on behalf of the House, by the President. 


Dr. Ramsey addressed the House on the role of the Anglican 
Communion in the ecumenical movement and its relations with 
Roman Catholicism and Orthodoxy, as well as with non-episcopal 
denominations. 


The Chair directed the Committee on Privilege and Courtesy to 
prepare a proper response to the Archbishop. 


The Rev. Mr. Wilder of California, for the Committee on Privi- 
lege and Courtesy, moved the following Resolution: 


Resolved, That the House of Deputies of this Sixty-Second General 
Convention of the Episcopal Church, mindful of the great honor con- 
ferred upon it by the visit of the One Hundredth Archbishop of Canter- 
bury, the Most Reverend and Right Honorable Arthur Michael Ramsey, 
wishes to express its gratitude to His Grace for the inspired leadership 
which he is giving to the entire Christian Community, for his concern 
for the unity of the whole Church and not simply one segment of it, but 
above all for the personal example which he gives to us of sanctity and 
humility. 

Resolution adopted 


Recess 


After announcements by the Secretary, the House recessed. _ 

The House reconvened at 8:00 p.m. and was called to order, in 
the absence both of the President and Vice-President, by the Sec- 
retary. 


The Secretary called for nominations for a Chairman pro 
tempore. 


The deputation of the Diocese of Northwest Texas nominated 
Mr. Crump of Tennessee. 


The nomination was seconded by the deputation of the Diocese 
of Pittsburgh, which also moved that the nominations be closed and 
that the Secretary cast the unanimous ballot of the House for Mr. 
Crump. 

Motion carried 


Mr. Crump took the chair and announced that, because the mi- 
crophones were not operative, the House would be in recess until 
the engineers could activate the public-address system. 
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The completion of the task of ihe engineers coincided with the 
return of the President. 


Mr. Crump relinquished the gavel. 


Certification of Deputies. 


The Rev. Mr. Atkins of Milwaukee, for the Committee on Elec- 
tions, certified the following Deputies: 


Rev. George J. Hall of Los Angeles for Rev. Boone Sadler. 
Rev. C. E. Barry Nobes of West Missouri for Rev. Allen Hingston. 


Rev. Greenlee Haynes of Minnesota for Rev. Samuel W. Cook (for 
September 23 only). 


Rev. James E. Dillinger of Oklahoma for Rev. John C. van Dyk (for 
this evening session only). 


Resolution on John Dillon 


The Rev. Mr. Wilder of California, for the Committee on Privi- 
lege and Courtesy, moved the following Resolution: 


Resolved, That the House of Deputies of this Sixty-Second General 
Convention express its appreciation of the eloquent and timely remarks 
addressed to it by John Dillon, President of the National Episcopal Stu- 
dent Committee, in behalf of the youth of the Church, and that it express 
the hope that future General Conventions will include in their planning 
the youth of the Church. 


Resolution adopted 
Equal Representation for Missionary Districts 
Mr. Harmon of Liberia rose to a question of privilege. 


He requested that he be permitted to introduce a Resolution 
requiring concurrent action. 
Permission granted 


Mr. Harmon moved a Resolution (HD 390) calling for the 
amendment of the Constitution to grant representation in the House 
of Deputies to Missionary Dioceses equal to that enjoyed by 
Dioceses. 

Referred to Constitution/Structure 


Position Papers of the House of Bishops 


The Rev. Mr. Meginnis of Alabama rose to a question of the 
privilege of the House. 


He moved the following Resolution: 


Whereas, It is not always clear that an expression of one House of 
the General Convention does not necessarily reflect the mind of the other, 
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and despite the conscientious efforts of the news media to report the 
business of the Convention, there may still be confusion in the mind of 
the public concerning statements issued by one or the other House, 
without concurrence of the other; now, therefore, be it 


_ Resolved, That the House of Deputies of the 62nd General Conven- 
tion respectfully request the House of Bishops that the House of Bishops 
issue no unilateral Position Papers while the 62nd General Convention 
is in session; Provided however, that this request does not extend to the 
Pastoral Letter. 


It was moved that the Resolution be tabled. 
Motion carried 


Nominating Committee for Presiding Bishop 


Mr. Worsham of Dallas resumed his reporting for the Committee 
on Structure. 


He moved the adoption of HD 51, as amended by the Committee 
on Canons in its Report # 11, which would amend Canon 2, Sec- 
tion 1, to bring it into conformity with the election-procedure for a 
Presiding Bishop previously adopted. 

Resolution adopted 


(See Part III—‘“‘Canon 2, Sec. 1”) 
Final Action: Not Adopted ‘ 


Term of Office, Presiding Bishop 


Mr. Worsham of Dallas, for the Committee on Structure, moved 
that the House adopt Resolution HD 52, in its alternative form, as 
proposed by the Mutual Responsibility Commission, setting the term 
of office of the Presiding Bishop at twelve years. The Committee 
on Canons, in its Report # 12, signified its approval. 

Resolution adopted 


(See Part IIJI—‘“Canon 2, Sec. 2”) 
Final Action: Adopted 


Duties of the Presiding Bishop 

Mr. Worsham of Dallas presented Report # 16 of the Committee 
on Structure, and moved that the House adopt Resolution HD 53, 
proposed by the Mutual Responsibility Commission, as amended 
by the Committee on Canons, which sets forth in detail the duties 
and responsibilities of the Presiding Bishop of the Church as chief 
pastor thereof. 


A sub-section, which would have provided by Canon for an 
Advisory Committee of the Presiding Bishop, was first amended 
and then stricken in its entirety. 
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A proposal to introduce the title “Archbishop” into the Canon 
was defeated. 


A vote by orders was requested by the Diocese of Eau Claire. 
Resolution, as amended, adopted 


(See Part I1I—“Canon 2, Sec. 4”) 
Final Action: Adopted 


Special Orders 


The Rev. Mr. Woodward presented Reports # 53 and # 54 of 
the Committee on Dispatch of Business. He moved the following 
Special Orders: 


Monday, September 25—9:30 a.m.—Report of Joint Committee on 

Program and Budget—in lieu of Saturday at the same hour. 

Monday, September 25—2:00 p.m.—Report of the Committee on Ecu- 

menical Relations—in lieu of 10:00 a.m. on the same day. i 
Motion carried 


Messages from the House of Bishops 


The Secretary reported receipt of Messages from the House of 
Bishops, as follows: 


Message No. 87—-Concur with House of Deputies No. 63. 
(See Part I1J—‘“‘Rural Regional Councils”) 
Message No. 88—Concur with House of Deputies No. 68. 
Message No. 89—Concur with House of Deputies No, 69. 
(See Part III—“Episcopalian—Members and Directors’’) 
Message No. 90—Concur with House of Deputies No. 70. 
(See Part II1I—“Episcopalian Magazine—Every-Family Plan” ) 


Message No. 91—Trial Use, Liturgy of the Lord’s Supper. 
The House concurred 
(Vote by orders) 


(See Part I1I—“Liturgy of the Lord’s Supper—Trial Use’’) 


Message No. 92—Resignation of Bishops for reasons of Strategy. 
Referred to Constitution 


(See Part I1J—‘“Constitution—Amendments Proposed— 
Art. I., Sec. 2”) 
Final Action: Adopted 
Message No. 93—Concur with House of Deputies No. 9. 


(See Part I1I—“Canon 5, Sec. 1’) 
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Message No. 94—Concur with House of Deputies No. 10. 
(See Part II1I—“Canon 5, Sec. 2”) 

Message No. 95—Concur with House of Deputies No. 11. 

(See Part III—“Canon 5, Sec. 3(a) and (b)”) 

Message No. 96—Concur with House of Deputies No. 22. 
(See Part I1I—‘“Canon 1, Sec. 3”) 

Message No. 9/—Concur with House of Deputies No. 27. 
(See Part III—“Canon 8, Sec. 7’) 

Message No. 98—Amend list of Province IX jurisdictions. 


Message No. 99—Amend list of Province VIII jurisdictions. 
Referred to Missions/Canons 


(See Part I1I—‘‘Canon 8, Sec. 1”) 
Final Action: Adopted 


Message No, 100—New Canon, “On Ecumenical Relations”. 
Referred to Canons/Ecumenical Relations 


(See Part III—‘“‘Canons—Proposed Canon 2”) 


Final Action: Died in Committee. 


Communication from the Triennial 


The Secretary read the following communication from the Trien- 
nial Meeting of the Women of the Church: 


The Triennial Meeting of the Women of the Church informs the 
House of Deputies of the General Conyention that, on this 22nd day 
of September, 1967, by vote of 447 to 20, the Triennial Meeting has 
allocated to the Urban Crisis Fund called for by the Presiding Bishop 
the sum of $2,265,917.47. This sum represents the balance of the 1967 
United Thank Offering of $4,917,772.93, after grants (to the amount 
of $2,553,500.00) have been allocated, and after the statutory 2% 
(amounting to $98,355.46) had been deducted, 


Moreover, the Women voted, further, to instruct the General Division 
of Women’s Work to give first priority to making up the difference be- 
tween the funds allocated and the total of $3,000,000.00 asked for, from 
the income of the United Thank Offering, as the same is received, and 
authorized the annual allocation of UTO grants in the future. 
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The following is a summary of the action of the Triennial Meeting: 


1967 SWE SO Nese oe ages er es weeks pe a $4,917,772.93 
Grants’ Made vonies usce sopetigeh Os: Be ae ais ot $823563;500.00 
2% Promotion Charge ti encue = re ee ere 98,355.46 
Allocated for Urban/Grisis! 27% .2..Atoee. cee eee 2,265,917.47 

Motalteueasi. ta .seuglt Ah wee $4,917,772.93 


Communication received 


Adjournment 


After announcements by the Secretary, and on motion of the 
Rev. Mr. Woodward of West Missouri, the House adjourned at 
10715.p.m, 


SIXTH DAY 


SATURDAY, SEPTEMBER 23, 1967 


The House met, pursuant to adjournment, at 9:00 a.m., with the 
President in the chair. 


The Rev. Mr. Capon, Chaplain, conducted the devotions of the 
House. 


Mr. Belford of Harrisburg presented Report # 6 of the Commit- 
tee on Certification of the Minutes, certifying that the said Com- 
mittee had met with the Secretary and heard the Minutes of the 
Fifth Day read, and that the said Minutes were correct. 


Appointment of Tellers 
The Chair appointed the following as Tellers for Elections: 
Mr. Arndt of Colorado, Chairman Rev. Mr. Jones of Michigan 


Mr. Lamb of Connecticut Mr. Balch of Kansas 
Mr. Coward of Rochester Rev. Mr. Blackburn of Arizona 
Rev. Mr. Schaffer of Erie Rev. Mr. Woodhams of Europe 


Rev. Mr. Witcher of Louisiana 


Response to Communication from Triennial 


The Rev. Mr. Wilder of California presented Report + 5 of the 
Committee on Privilege and Courtesy and moved the following 
Resolution: 
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Resolved, That the House of Deputies of this Sixty-Second General 
Convention inform the Triennial Meeting of the Women of the Church 
that the said House is inspired and humbled by the example of the 
women in their magnificent response to the Presiding Bishop’s appeal. 
We salute them for their breadth of vision and for the boldness of their 
action; and we are grateful that the Holy Spirit prompted us when He 
did to welcome them into this House. 


Resolution adopted 
Appropriations from General Convention Budget 


Mr. Flournoy of Southern Virginia, Vice-Chairman, presented 
in this House a Report for the Joint Committee on Expenses, sub- 
mitting Reports # 2 to # 16 of the Committee, in respect of matters 
that had been referred to the said Committee, as follows: 


1. House of Bishops Message No. 12—For Joint Commission on 
See for Holy Orders—Full amount included in the budget 
—$13,000.00. 


2. House of Bishops Message No. 74—For Joint Commission on 
Deployment of the Clergy—Reduced amount included in the 
Budget—$24,000.00 vice $30,000.00. 


3. HD 17—For Joint Commission on the Church in Human Af- 
fairs—Full amount included in the Budget—$4,500.00. 


4. House of Bishops Message No. 17—For Joint Commission on 
Religion and Health—Full amount included in the Budget— 
$5,000.00. 


5. House of Bishops Message No. 76—For Joint Commission on 
Ecumenical Relations—Reduced amount in the Budget— 
$49,500.00 vice $55,000.00. 


6. Joint Commission on Evangelism, Resolution + 4—Requested 
appropriation not included in the Budget. 


7. Standing Liturgical Commission, Resolution #4—For Prayer 
Book in Simple English—Amount included in the Budget— 
$2,000.00. 


8. Standing Liturgical Commission, Resolution # 15—For ex- 
penses of the Commission—Full amount included in the Budget— 
$18,000.00. 


9. HD 43—For Joint Commission on Structure—Full amount 
included in the Budget—$10,000.00. 


10. HD 62—For Mutual Responsibility Commission—Full 
amount included in the Budget—$24,000.00. 
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11. HD 11—For Church Historical Society—Full amount in- 
cluded in the Budget—$69,876.00. 


12. HD 22—For Joint Commission on Church Music—Full 
amount included in the Budget—$18,000.00. 


13. Women Church Workers, Resolution #4 3—Reduced amount 
included in the Budget—$2,000.000 vice $3,000.00. 


14. Annotated Constitution and Canons—For Triennial Supple- 
ment—Full amount included in the Budget—$1,500.00. 


15. Joint Committee on Expenses—For Audit Sub-Committee— 
Full amount included in the Budget—$500.00. 
Report received 


Certification of Deputies 


The Rev. Mr. Atkins of Milwaukee certified the following 
Deputy: 


Rev. H. Albion Ferrell of Washington for Rev. James C. Fenhagen 
(this day only). 


Program and Budget 


Mr. Palmer of Virginia, Secretary of the Joint Committee on 
Program and Budget, filed with Secretary of this House the Final 
Report of the said Committee, together with the Revised Priority 
List, being Annex I thereto. 

Report received 


Election of a President 


The Chair summoned to the platform the nominees for the office 
of President of this House and introduced them individually. 


The first ballot was taken. 


Mr. Cheney of Mississippi, on a question of the privilege of the 
House, moved a Resolution to ensure that there would be an elec- 
tion on the fifth ballot, at the latest, as follows: 


a. On the third ballot, only the four nominees receiving the highest 
number of votes on the second ballot be retained on that third ballot; 


b. On the fourth ballot, only the three nominees receiving the highest 
number of votes on the third ballot be retained on that fourth ballot; and 


c. On the fifth ballot, only the two nominees receiving the highest 
number of votes on the fourth ballot be retained on that fifth ballot. 


Resolution adopted 
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The results of the first ballot were announced, as follows: 


Total votes cast, 648; needed to elect, 325 


Rev. Mr. Bartlett 51 Rev. Mr. Krusen 16 
Rev. Mr. Cary 10 Rev. Mr. Leffler 54 
Rev. Mr. Coburn 189 Mr. Osborn 52 
Mr. Crump 138 Rey. Mr. Washington 66 
Mr. Jones 1S 

No election had 


The second ballot was taken. 


The results of the second ballot were announced, as follows: 
Total votes cast, 653; needed to elect, 327 


Rev. Mr. Bartlett 19 Rev. Mr. Krusen 7 
Rev. Mr. Cary 1 Rev. Mr. Leffler 1 
Rev. Mr. Coburn 301 Mr. Osborn 15 
Mr. Crump 197 Rev. Mr. Washington 41 
Mr. Jones 71 

No election had 


The third ballot was taken. 
The results of the third ballot were announced, as follows: 


Total votes cast, 630; needed to elect, 316 


Rev. Mr. Coburn 378 
Mr. Crump 176 
Mr. Jones 55 
Rev. Mr. Washington 21 


Rev. Mr. Coburn elected 


Mr. Crump of Tennessee moved that the Rev. Mr. Coburn be 
declared elected by the unanimous vote of the House. The motion 
was seconded by Mr. Jones of Central New York. 

Motion carried 
(nem con.) 


The Chair appointed a Guard of Honor to escort the Rev. Mr. 
Coburn to the platform, being the following: 
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Mr. Coolidge of Massachusetts 
Rev. Mr. Leffler of Olympia 
Mr. Crump of Tennessee 

Mr. Jones of Central New York 


The Rev. Mr. Coburn’ addressed the House briefly, expressing 
his thanks for the confidence shown him and his determination to 
perform the duties of the office to which he had been chosen to the 
best of his ability. 


Assistants for the Presiding Bishop 


Pursuant to a Special Order, the Committee on Structure was 
called to continue its Report. 


Mr. Worsham of Dallas presented Report # 17 of the Commit- 
tee, and moved that the House adopt HD 54, proposed by the 
Mutual Responsibility Commission, which Resolution would fur- 
ther amend Canon 2 to provide that the Presiding Bishop might 
have assistants for his duties as Presiding Bishop (as distinguished 
from his duties as President of the Council), the stipends of which 
assistants would be chargeable to the Budget of the General Con- 
vention, 

Resolution adopted 


(See Part I1I—‘“Canon 2, Sec. 5”) 


Final Action: Adopted 
Structure and Function of the Executive Council 


Mr. Worsham of Dallas, for the Committee on Structure, moved 
the adoption of HD 55, proposed by the Mutual Responsibility 
Commission, as the same had been amended by the Committee on 
Canons and recommended by them in their Report # 12. The in- 
tent of the Resolution is to provide stronger liaison between the 
Executive Council and the General Convention. 


It was moved that the matter, together with HD 154, being a 
Memorial from the Diocese of Northern Indiana proposing to elimi- 
nate the category of members nominated by the Triennial Meeting 
of the Women of the Church, be recommitted to the Committee on 
Canons. 

Motion carried 
Matter recommitted 


Discharge from Consideration of Certain Memorials 
Mr. Worsham of Dallas, for the Committee on Structure, moved 


that the said Committee be discharged from further consideration 
of the following Memorials, for the reasons indicated: 
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1. HD 108 and HD 133, from the Dioceses of California and Michigan, 
respectively, petitioning for a method of discharging business from 
Committees. The adoption of Rule of Order 25 provides such a 
procedure. 


2. HD Numbers 127, 136, 145, 148, 163, 165, and 206, being Memorials 
from Massachusetts, Michigan, Newark, North Dakota, Pennsylvania, 
and Puerto Rico, and from Province I, respectively, petitioning 
for a procedure of publicizing the meetings of Joint Committees and 
Commissions. The Committee on Structure believes that the adop- 
tion of Rule of Order 12 accomplishes the ends desired. 


3. HD Numbers 127, 145, 162, 165, 173, 190, and 206, being Memorials 
from the Dioceses of Massachusetts, Newark, Pennsylvania, Puerto 
Rico, Southern Ohio, and Provinces I and V, petitioning for the set- 
ting up of nominating committees for national offices. The Committee 
on Structure is of the opinion that the ends desired are provided for, 
to some degree, by the Nominating Committees of the General 
Convention; to some extent they are premature; and the Memorials 
lack specific enabling Resolutions. 


4. HD 356, being a Resolution introduced by Mr. Hannum of Alaska, 
proposing that the Standing Committees of the House meet for the 
two days prior to the opening of General Convention. The Commit- 
tee on Structure believes that the new Rules of Order adequately 
provide for the situation. 


Motion carried 
Committee discharged 


Diocesan Voting Methods 


Mr. Worsham of Dallas, for the Committee on Structure, moved 
that the House adopt the Resolution introduced by Mr. Peabody 
of Massachusetts (HD 316), with a slight amendment, requesting 
the Executive Council to study methods of voting in use in Dioceses 
and making the information available to those Dioceses desiring it. 

Resolution adopted 


(See Part III—“Voting Methods in Dioceses”) 
Final Action: Adopted 


Provincial Boundaries 


Mr. Worsham of Dallas presented Report # 22 of the Committee 
on Structure, and moved that the House adopt HD 39, a Resolution 
proposed by the Joint Committee on Structure, referring to the sev- 
eral Provinces a study of existing boundaries of the Provinces with 


a view to their re-alignment. 
Resolution adopted 


(See Part I1]—“Provincial Boundaries’) 
Final Action: Adopted 
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Proportional Representation 


Mr. Worsham of Dallas, for the Committee on Structure, reported 
favorably on the concept of proportional representation in the House 
of Deputies, as requested by Memorials from California (HD 108), 
Delaware (HD 112), Iowa (HD 120), Maryland (HD 126), Mas- 
sachusetts (HD 127), Newark (HD 145), North Dakota (HD 
149), Pennsylvania (HD 160), Southern Ohio (HD 170), Virginia 
(HD 180), Province V (HD 197), Province VI (HD 199), and 
Province I (HD 206). 


Mr. Worsham moved the adoption of HD 31, as proposed by the 
Joint Commission on Structure, as being in the most appropriate 
form to attain the ends desired. 


Mr. Osborn of Florida moved a Substitute: that Canon 1 be 
amended to provide for two clerical and two lay Deputies from each 
Diocese. The Substitute died for lack of a second. 


Mr. Flint of Vermont moved that the matter be tabled. 


A voice vote being inconclusive, a division was had. 
Resolution tabled 
(366 aye—255 no) 


Nominations for Pension Fund Trustees 


Mr. Buell of Albany, for the Joint Committee to Nominate Trus- 
tees of the Church Pension Fund, submitted by title a preliminary 
Report of the Committee, which was distributed to the House. 

Report received 


Nominations for Vice-President of the House 


The Chair called for nominations for the office of Vice-President 
of the House. The following Deputies were nominated: 


Mr. Crump of Tennessee—by Rev. Mr. Hoffman of Northern California. 
Mr. Lawrence of New York—by Rev. Mr. Thorp of Southern Ohio. 
Mr. Winning of Springfield—by Mr. Burroughs of Springfield. 

Mr. Harmon of Liberia—by Rev. Mr. McMillan of Erie. 


Mr. Jones of Central New York—by Rev. Mr. Thompson of Central 
New York. \ 


Mr. Adams of California—by Rev. Mr. Pennock of Albany. 
Mr. Cheney of Mississippi—by Mr. Carr of Mississippi. 
Mr. Osborn of Florida—by Mr. Sutton of Nebraska. 

Mr. Causey of Virginia—by Mr. Palmer of Virginia. 
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It was moved by Mr. Walker of Los Angeles that the nominations 
be closed. 


Motion carried 
Extension of Session 


It was moved by the Rev. Mr. Woodward of West Missouri, 


_ That adjournment of this Session be postponed beyond the hour pre- 
viously ordered, to 12:45 p.m, 


Motion carried 


Former Secretary 


The Chair introduced a distinguished visitor to the House, the 
Rev. Canon C, Rankin Barnes of Los Angeles. Canon Barnes was 
Secretary of this House for five General Conventions: 1949, 1952, 
1955, 1958, and 1961, and Assistant Secretary in the Conventions 
of 1940, 1943, and 1946. 


Canon Barnes addressed the House. 


Votes by Orders 
The Report of the Committee on Structure was resumed. 


Mr. Worsham of Dallas, for the Committee, presented its Report 
# 26 on the subject of Vote by Orders and Dioceses. 


In lieu of HD 32, which had been referred to the said Commit- 
tee, which Resolution, proposed by the Joint Commission on Struc- 
ture; would have provided for the counting of a divided vote in a 
vote by orders and Dioceses as being one-half vote in the affirmative 
and one-half vote in the negative, Mr. Worsham, for the Committee, 
moved a Resolution that would make the vote by orders an indi- 
vidual vote. 


The opinion of the Committee on Amendments to the Constitu- 
tion being called for, Mr. Jones of Central New York presented 
Reports 4 20 and + 21 of the Committee, as follows: 


In respect of the Question before the House—a Resolution similar to 
those proposed by HD 111 (Connecticut), HD 140 (Missouri), HD 184 
(Washington), and HD 349 (Mr. Peabody of Massachusetts) —the Com- 
mittee on Amendments to the Constitution opposes the proposal on its 
merits, by a vote of 11 to 2; and recommends that it be not adopted. 


In respect of HD 32 (which is similar to Resolutions HD 151, HD 
169, and HD 198, being Memorials from Northern California, Southern 
Ohio, and Province V, respectively), the Committee on Amendments 
to the Constitution opposes the proposal, on its merits, by a vote of 
8 to 6, and recommends that it be not adopted. 
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The Committee asked to be discharged from further considera- 
tion of all of the foregoing Memorials and Resolutions. 
Committee discharged 


The scheduled hour for adjournment having arrived, further con- 
sideration of the matter was postponed. 
Placed on the Calendar 


Adjournment 


After announcements by the Secretary, and on motion of the Rev. 
Mr. Woodward of West Missouri, for the Committee on Dispatch 
of Business, the House adjourned. 


SEVENTH DAY 


MonpbAyY, SEPTEMBER 25, 1967 
The House met, pursuant to adjournment. 
The President called the House to order at 9:00 a.m. 


The Chaplain, the Rev. Mr. Capon of Long Island, conducted the 
devotions of the House. 


Mr. Belford of Harrisburg reported that the Committee on Cer- 
tification of the Minutes had met with the Secretary, heard the 
Minutes of the Sixth Day read, and certified them to be correct. 


Communications from the Chair 


The President addressed the House on the subject of the effective 
date of taking office of the newly elected President, and the Vice- 
President, yet to be elected. 


He gave it as his opinion that the said officers would take office 
upon the adjournment of this Convention, whether such adjourn- 
ment were sine die or to a time certain. 


He requested a ruling on the matter from the Committee on 
Canons. 


Unfinished Business 


The Chair requested the Secretary to report on the status of mat- 
ters still requiring the attention of the House. 


The Secretary reported that most of the pre-filed Resolutions and 
Memorials had been disposed of, but that there still remained in 
Committee a large number of Deputies’ Resolutions and Messages 
from the House of Bishops. 
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Certification of Deputies 


The Rev. Mr. Atkins of Milwaukee, for the Committee on Elec- 
tions, certified the following substitutions of Deputies: 


Rev. Arnold A. Fenton of Olympia for Rev. Wayne Williamson. 
R. Stevens Gilley of Oregon for John P. Anderson (for this day only). 


Time of Adjournment this Day 


The Rev. Mr. Woodward of West Missouri presented Report 
# 54 of the Committee on Dispatch of Business, and moved that 
the House alter its time-schedule to set adjournment at 5:00 p.m., 
rather than at 4:00 p.m. 


Motion carried 

Messages from the House of Bishops 

The Secretary reported the receipt of Messages from the House 
of Bishops, as follows: 

Message No. 101—Concur with House of Deputies No. 74. 

(See page 298) 
Message No. 102—Concur with House of Deputies No. 71. 
(See Part I1]—“Clergy-Salary Study’) 


Messages No. 103 to No. 116—A series of 14 canonical amend- 
ments dealing with clerical disci- 
pline. 

Referred to Canons 
(See Part III—“Canons—Proposed Amendment of 
Various Canons”) 
Final Action: Not Adopted 


Message No. 117—Concur with House of Deputies No. 7 a 
(See Part I1I—“Stewardship, Statement About”) 


Message No. 118—Requesting a Committing of Conference, in 
respect of House of Deputies No. 73 on Lay- 

Administration of the Chalice. 
The House concurred 


The Chair appointed the Committee on Amendments to the Con- 
stitution to represent this House on the said Committee of Confer- 
ence. 


(See Part I1I—“Canon 49, Sec. 5”) 
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Message No. 119—Concur with House of Deputies No. 85. 
(See Part I1I—“Theological Education Board”) 
Message No. 120—Concur with House of Deputies No. 90. 


(See Part I1I—‘“Provincial Boundaries”’) 


Report of Program and Budget 


Mr. Wilson of Delaware, for the Joint Committee on Program 
and Budget, after preliminary comments, presented by title the Final 
Report of the Joint Committee, the said Report having been dis- 
tributed in the House. 

Report received 


(See Part [V—Appendix 28) 


Mr. McFaddin of Texas, a member of the Joint Committee, in- 
troduced a Minority Report, bearing his signature only, as follows: 


It is with great regret that we, the undersigned, file this Minority 
Report to the Report of the Program and Budget Committee. The 
speaker has served on the Program and Budget Committee for six Con- 
ventions, and this is the first time that he has been unable to enthusi- 
astically endorse the program. And with the exception hereinafter 
referred to, we have no objection to this Report. 


However, the suggested program, for the first time that we know of, 
requests this Convention to approve large grants to non-Church-related 
agencies for the expressed purpose of enabling Black People, under 
their sole control, with no strings attached, to achieve economic and 
political power. This we cannot endorse; because, first, we consider it a 
wrongful use of our funds; and, second, it seriously endangers the 
remainder of our whole missionary program. 


To understand this, the so-called “Crisis in American Life”, a pro- 
gram of top priority, amounting to one-million-nine-hundred-thousand 
dollars, not to be reduced or changed, is divided roughly into three 
parts: first, the sum of $500,000.00, each year, to be donated to organi- 
zations through the Inter-Religious Foundation for Community Organi- 
zations (called IFCO), as a mediary which must meet this criterion— 
the final recipient-organization must be controlled by Black People, to 
develop black economic and political power. To illustrate this, I quote 
from the Presiding Bishop’s message to the Executive Council in which 
he states that a representative committee of Black People advised him, 
in part, to 


“Proclaim support of Black Power by 


a. Committing, without strings, substantial money to Black People 
for developing viable power bases; and 


b. The only criteria for groups availing themselves of these re- 
sources should be 
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1. A demonstrable base of Black Power, and 


2. Intent, through a program controlled by Blacks, to develop 
economic and political power without resort to violence,” 


As a result, the Presiding Bishop recommended to the Executive Council, 
a program to 


“3. Make available skilled personnel-assistance, and at least 
one-million dollars a year during the next triennium, to 
enable organizations of Black People, in programs under 
their control, to gain economic and political power.” 


In response, the Council agreed and adopted Resolutions to that end, 
and, in summing up, said, 


“and be it understood that the objective of the Council in seeking the 
foregoing ends is to strengthen all segments of the ghettos—business, 
professions, religion—as well as the poor, in the achievement of 
economic, social, and political power.” 


To this end, also, I call your attention to Resolution # 6, which pro- 
vides that after the initial appraisal of the purposes and ends sought to 
be obtained, 


“Otherwise, the Episcopal Church, nor the Executive Council or any 
officer or agency thereof, shall undertake to exercise any supervision 
or control whatsoever over any grant once made, or the administra- 
tion and execution thereof by the recipient, or the ends and purposes 
sought to be attained thereby.” 


To this we cannot agree. Our offerings, made on our altars to God, 
should not be diverted to achieve economic and political power for any 
group, White or Black. This is a most divisive proposal and most dan- 
gerous. It will alienate thousands of members of our Church, and, we 
fear, seriously endanger our program. It is this grant-program of 
$500,000.00 and its parallel grant to IFCO of $20,000.00, alone, that we 
urge be stricken. 


The remainder of the Crisis Program, amounting to $1,400,000.00, we 
do not object to, as this is to be administered through our own Diocesan 
offices, through our own people and ecumenical organizations. We rec- 
ognize that there is a crisis and poverty in our cities with which we 
should be concerned. But there is also crisis and poverty elsewhere. I 
have personally seen poverty and squalor in Puerto Rico, Haiti, Brazil, 
and many South American countries, and have seen pictures of India, 
Africa, and the Far East, compared to which those in our ghettoes seem 
to be living in luxury; and these are our brothers also. Some of our 
American Indians, and others in this country, have annual incomes of 
less than $600 a year. And they are our brothers also. Yet our programs 
in their behalf are endangered by this large first-priority program. 


Thus, our second objection is that this grant of $500,000.00 each year, 
carrying top priority, will be disastrous to the remaining part of our 
program. Your Committee on Program and Budget has strenuously tried 
to reduce the huge’and unrealistic budget of over $18,000,000.00, handed 
us, to attainable goals, and, after many conferences with all Department 
heads and personnel, and repeated reviews of each item of the budget, 
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the very lowest figure we could attain, leaving in these grants, is $14,- 
656,000.00. In arriving at this we had to slash $1.6 million from Priori- 
ties 1 and 2 programs that were ongoing or “planned and that each 
Department head urged were very valuable. These reductions, (now 
called Priority 3-A) cut into all fields of our mission, at home and 
abroad, in theological and Christian education, our gifts to Companion- 
Churches in Europe, and ecumenical work here. In short, we have had 
to phase out many activities and bring to an abrupt halt all expansion in 
all other fields. Overseas, our missionaries have been promised the long- 
overdue raise to meet inflation which was denied them in St. Louis. 
They are to be denied again, or some will have to be brought home— 
or maybe both. Our “Outreach”, overseas and at home, has been cut 
off at the elbow; and that is, if the full $14,000,000.00 budget is raised, 
of which there is much doubt. 


Your Committee asked our Research Division to give us its best 
estimate of the amount of money we could reasonably expect as our 
total income in 1968. Based on the experience of the last five years, they 
advised that it would be $13,800,000.00, over $800,000.00 less than the 
proposed budget for such year. To achieve the full budget suggested 
by your Committee, will require a 12% increase in actual amounts 
pledged for 1967. This I also consider unrealistic and out of range. 
Therefore, if the budget for 1968 proposed by the majority report is 
approved by you, and the 12% increase is not forthcoming, next Feb- 
ruary the Executive Council must cut the General Church Program to 
meet the available funds. With the first priority given to the Crisis Pro- 
gram, it will not suffer, as will the rest of our missionary fields. This is 
totally unfair. 


On these two considerations, we suggest and will move that the pro- 
posed budget, in each year of the triennium, be reduced by $520,000.00, 
being the grants to and through IFCO as above described. 


This will make the new budget for 1968, -$14,134,053.00, an amount 
still in excess of expectations, but a goal that all of us, united in a 
vigorous crusade, with divisive factors removed, may yet achieve; in this 
we will enter strongly into the crisis in our cities, honor our commit- 
ments, here and abroad, and forward the Church of God in all places. 


(Signed) J. L. Caldwell McFaddin. 


Triennial Program and Budget 1968 


Mr. Wilson moved the adoption of the first two Resolutions pro- 
posed by the Joint Committee on Program and Budget, being the 
Triennial Program and the Detailed Budget for 1968. 


Mr. McFaddin of Texas moved amendments to each of the Reso- 
lutions. 


The Rev. Mr. Woodward of West Missouri, for the Committee 
on Dispatch of Business, proposed the following rules for debate: 


1. Each speaker to be limited to 2 minutes. 
2. Debate to be limited to 50 minutes. 


1967] HOUSE OF DEPUTIES 243 


3. Thereafter, 5 minutes to be allotted to Mr. McFaddin and 10 minutes 
to the Committee, for rebuttal. 


4. No motion to cut off debate to be in order until conclusion of this 
period. 
Motion carried 


Debate followed. 


A vote by orders was called for by the Diocese of Arkansas. 
Amendments not adopted 


Resolution # 1 was put to a vote. 
Resolution adopted 


(See Part I1J]—“General Church Program—Resolution 1”) 


Final Action: Amended and Adopted 


Criteria for Grants 


Mr. Wilson of Delaware moved Resolution # 6 of Program and 
Budget, being the criteria for grants. 


An amendment offered by Mr. Gasch of Washington was ac- 
cepted by Mr. Wilson on behalf of the Committee. 


Mr. Bowman of Virginia moved an amendment, adding a fifth 
criterion, “Without regard to race, creed, or ethnic origin.” 
Amendment adopted 


It was moved and seconded that further consideration of Reso- 
lutions # 2 and # 6 be postponed until the evening session, after 


a public hearing had been had. 
Motion carried 


Program and Budget Committee for 1970 


Mr. Wilson of Delaware moved Resolution # 7 of Program and 
Budget, authorizing the appointment of a Joint Committee on Pro- 
gram and Budget, prior to, and to report to, the General Convention 


of 1970. 
Resolution adopted 


Mr. Wilson then moved Resolution + 8, appropriating, from the 
General Convention Budget, the sum of $12,500.00 for the ex- 


penses of the Joint Committee. : 
Resolution adopted 


(See Part II1I—‘“‘General Church Program— 
' Resolutions + 7 & # 8”) 


Final Action: Adopted 
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Administration of Budgets 


Mr. Wilson of Delaware moved Resolution + 5 of Program and 
Budget, setting forth the directives to the Executive Council for the 
administration of the budgets for the triennium. 

; Resolution adopted 


(See Part I1]—“‘General Church Program—Resolution # 5”) 


Estimated Budgets for 1969 and 1970 


Mr. Wilson of Delaware moved Resolutions +: 3 and + 4 of 
Program and Budget, being Estimated Budgets for 1969 and 1970. 
Resolutions adopted 


(See Part I1J—‘“‘General Church Program— 
Resolutions # 3 & # 4”) 


Final Action: Adopted 


Commendation of Mr. McFaddin 


Mr. Benedict of Ecuador moved that the House express to Mr. 
McFaddin of Texas its appreciation of his courage and dedication, 
as evidenced in the discussion on the General Church Program. 

Motion carried 


Recess 


After announcements by the Secretary, and on motion by the 
Rev. Mr. Woodward of West Missouri, for the Committee on Dis- 
patch of Business, the House recessed at 12:15 p.m. 


The House re-convened at 2:00 p.m., with the Vice-President 
in the chair. 


Motions to Reconsider Morning’s Actions 


Mr. Bressoud of Bethlehem moved that the House reconsider its 
action in respect of Resolution # 2 of Program and Budget. 
Motion not carried 


Mr. Wise of Mississippi moved that the House reconsider its 
action in respect of Resolution # 6 of Program and Budget. 
Motion not carried 


Balloting for the Vice-Presidency 


The Chair introduced the Deputies that had been nominated for 
the office of Vice-President. 


The House proceeded to ballot. 


The results of the first ballot were announced, as follows: 
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Total votes cast, 644; needed to elect, 323 


Mr. Adams 10 Mr. Jones 95 
Mr. Causey 18 Mr. Lawrence 184 
Mr. Cheney 27 Mr. Osborn 29 
Mr. Crump 197 Mr, Winning 9 
Mr. Harmon 75 


No election 
The House proceeded to ballot again. 
The results of the second ballot were announced as follows: 
Total votes cast, 654; needed to elect, 328 


Mr. Cheney 10 
Mr. Crump 283 
Mr. Harmon 13 
Mr. Jones 80 
Mr. Lawrence 268 


No election 
The House proceeded to a third ballot. 
The results of the third ballot were announced as follows: 
Total votes cast, 657; needed to elect, 329 


Mr. Crump 327 
Mr. Jones 24 
Mr. Lawrence 306 


No election 
Ballots were distributed for the fourth time. 
The results of the fourth ballot were announced as follows: 
Total votes cast, 651; needed to elect, 326 


Mr. Crump 332 
Mr. Jones 11 
Mr. Lawrence 306 


Mr. Crump elected 


The Chair appointed, as a Guard of Honor, the following, to 
escort Mr. Crump to the platform: 
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Rev. Mr. Hoffman of Northern California 
Mr. Lawrence of New York 
Mr. Jones of Central New York 


Mr. Lawrence of New York moved that the election of Mr. 
Crump be made unanimous. 

Motion carried 

(nem con.) 


Mr. Crump addressed the House. 


Communications from the Triennial 


The Secretary read the following Memorials from the Triennial 
Meeting of the Women of the Church: 


1. The following Memorial was adopted September 23, 1967, by 
the Triennial Meeting: 


A MEMORIAL CALLING UPON THE 62ND GENERAL CONVENTION TO SPEAK 
FORTHRIGHTLY ABOUT THE CONFLICT IN VIET NAM 


Whereas, The world and the people of the Church seek guidance con- 
cerning the costly conflict in Viet Nam and demand a clearly spoken 
word from their leaders; therefore, be it 


Resolved, That the 32nd Triennial Meeting of the Women of the 
Church urgently petition the 62nd General Convention to address itself 
to the issues of the Viet Nam war, to evaluate publicly both the ends 
and the means of American Viet-Nam-War policies, to call for actions 
in accordance with the freedom of individual Christian conscience, and 
to communicate its mind to the agencies of power in America. 


2. The following Memorial was adopted September 22, 1967, by 
the Triennial Meeting: 


MEMORIAL TO THE HOUSE OF DEPUTIES OF THE GENERAL CONVENTION 
ON THE CONSULTATION ON CHURCH UNION 


Resolved, That the Triennial Meeting of the Women of the Church, 
assembled in Seattle in September, 1967, go on record as supporting the 
Resolution passed on September 20 by the House of Bishops of the 62nd 
General Convention, authorizing the Joint Commission on Ecumenical 
Relations to participate in the development, by the Consultation on 
Church Union, of a proposed plan of union, for study at all levels of 
Church life, and ultimate consideration by governing bodies of the 
Churches concerned; and also go on record as supporting the action of 
the House of Bishops, who re-stated this Church’s authorization for 
continuation of our ecumenical leaders’ work with Roman Catholic, 
Lutheran, Orthodox, and all other separate Christian bodies not repre- 
sented on C.O.C.U.; and be it further 


Resolved, That this Triennial Meeting urge the House of Deputies of 
this General Convention to concur in this action of the House of Bishops. 


The House received the communications 
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Nominations for the Executive Council 


The Rev. Mr. Thorp of Southern Ohio presented the Report of 
the Committee on Nominations for the Executive Council. 

He moved that Charles V. Willie, Ph.D., of Central New York, 
who had been elected by the Executive Council to serve until this 
Convention in the place of Albert C. Jacobs of Connecticut, who 
had epics be now elected to fill out the unexpired term of Dr. 
Jacobs. 


Motion carried 
Final Action: Adopted 


The Rev. Mr. Thorp then placed in nomination the names of 
the following persons who were recommended by the Committee. 


Rev. Alexander Stewart of Rhode Island 

Very Rev. William B. Spofford of Idaho 

Rey. Robert Varley of Easton 

Rev. Herbert N. Conley of Oklahoma 

Very Rev. Gordon E. Gillett of Quincy (incumbent) 

Very Rev. Robert F. Royster of Northern Indiana 

Philip S. Lyon of West Missouri 

William Ikard II of New Mexico and Southwest Texas 

Herbert V. Walker of Los Angeles (incumbent) 

Clifford P. Morehouse of New York 

Robert M. Lindstrom of Ohio 

John B. Tillson of Massachusetts 

Nominations from the floor were called for, and the following 

were nominated: 

Rey. A. Balfour Patterson of Colorado 

Rev. Hanford L. King of South Dakota 

Walter E. Cooper of New Jersey 

Houston Wilson of Delaware 

Rev. Albion Ferrell of Washington 

W. Edward Morgan of Arizona 

Very Rev. Harold Lemoine of Long Island 

Dupuy Bateman of Pittsburgh 
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Rev. Jesse F. Anderson, Sr., of Pennsylvania 
Rev. James P. De Wolfe of Dallas 
Very Rev. Lloyd E. Gressle of Delaware 


It was moved and seconded that the nominations be closed. 
Motion carried 


It was moved by Mr. Cheney of Mississippi— 


That, on the second ballot for election to the Executive Council, in 
each order, there be retained on the ballot, from those receiving the 
highest number of votes, a number of nominees equal to twice the num- 
ber of unfilled places being voted upon. 

Motion carried 


Ecumenical Relations 


The Rev. Mr. Mollegen of Virginia and the Rev. Mr. Vogel of 
Milwaukee were recognized to speak on behalf of the Joint Com- 
mission on Ecumenical Relations. 


The Reverend Deputies submitted a Supplemental Report of the 
Joint Commission, concerning the Statement on Eucharistic Sacri- 
fice adopted by the Consultation on Church Union at its meeting 
of May 24 to 26 in Milwaukee, Wisconsin. 


(See Part [V—Appendix 9, Annex H.) 


The Rev. Mr. O’Leary of Western Michigan, for the Committee 
on Ecumenical Relations, moved that the said Committee be dis- 
charged from further consideration of House of Bishops Message 
No. 41, which, being a Resolution on appropriations, had already 
been reported on by the Joint Committee on Expenses, and the 
House had already taken action thereupon. 

Motion carried 
Committee discharged 


Ecumenical Study and Prayer 


The Rev. Mr. O’Leary, for the Committee on Ecumenical Rela- 
tions, moved that the House concur, with Amendments, with the 
House of Bishops ‘in adopting the Resolution contained in its Mes- 
sage No. 42, dealing with ecumenical study and prayer. 

The House concurred, with Amendments 


(See Part I1I—‘‘Ecumenical Study and Prayer”) 
Final Action: Adopted 


Roman Catholic Relations 
The Rev. Mr. O’Leary of Western Michigan, for the Committee 
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on Ecumenical Relations, moved that the House concur with the 

House of Bishops in adopting the Resolution contained in its Mes- 

snes ne: 43, on the subject of relations with the Roman Catholic 
urch, 


The House concurred 


(See Part III—‘“Roman Catholic Relations”) 
Good Friday Offering 


The Rev. Mr. O’Leary of Western Michigan, for the Committee 
on Ecumenical Relations, moved that the House concur with the 
House of Bishops in adopting the Resolution contained in its Mes- 
sage No. 56, on the subject of the distribution of the income from 
the Good Friday Offering. 

The House concurred 


(See Part III—‘“‘Good Friday Offering”) 
Consultation on Church Union 


The Rev. Mr. O’Leary of Western Michigan, for the Committee 
on Ecumenical Relations, moved that the House concur with 
Amendments, with the House of Bishops in adopting the Resolutions 
contained in its Messages No. 60 and No. 63, dealing, respectively, 
with the Consultation on Church Union and Principles of Church 
Union and with continued conversations with Churches not in- 
cluded in the Consultation. 

The House concurred, with Amendments 
(unanimous) 


(See Part I1I—‘“Consultation on Church Union”) 
Final Action: Adopted 


At the suggestion of the Chair, the House rose and sang the 
Doxology. 


Mr. Peter Day, Ecumenical Officer Advisory to the Presiding 
Bishop, was recognized and given the privilege of the platform. 


Mr. Day introduced the Rev. David Colwell, Minister of the First 
Congregational Church of Seattle and current President of the 
Consultation on Church Union. 


The Rev. Mr. Colwell addressed the House. 


The Rev. Mr. Colwell then introduced the ecumenical observers 
present, as follows: 


The Rev. Everett Jensen, Lutheran 
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The Rev. William Treacy, Roman Catholic 
The Rev. Lauren Arnett, Disciples 
Prof. George Jeannot, Roman Catholic 


The Rev. Mr. O’Leary, for the Committee on Ecumenical Rela- 
tions, moved that the said Committee be now discharged from 
Resolutions dealing with the Consultation, as follows: 


HD 309 (Kirby of Albany) 

HD 325 (Ratelle of Louisiana) 

HD 353 (Park of Vermont) 

HD 360 (Diocese of West Missouri) 
HD 370 (Brown of South Florida) 


HD 374 (Holy Trinity Parish, Northern Indiana) : 
Motion carried 


The Chair 


The Vice-President relinquished the Chair to the President at 
4:10 p.m. 


Goals of Christian Unity 


The Rev. Mr. O’Leary of Western Michigan presented Report 
+: 9 of the Committee on Ecumenical Relations. 


He moved that the House concur with the House of Bishops in 
adopting the Resolution contained in its Message No. 44, being a 
statement of this Church’s goals in the ecumenical enterprise. 

The House concurred 


(See Part If1I—‘“Christian Unity Goals”) 
Communion Discipline 


The Rev. Mr. O’Leary of Western Michigan, for the Committee 
on Ecumenical Relations, moved that the House concur, with 
Amendments, with the House of Bishops in adopting the Resolution 
contained in its Message No. 62, adopting the Statement on Com- 
munion Discipline framed by the Joint Commission on Ecumenical 
Relations. 

The House concurred, with Amendments 


(See Part I1J—“Communion Discipline”) 
Final Action: Adopted 


The Rev. Mr. Lemoine of Long Island, for the Committee on the 
Prayer Book, thereupon moved that that Committee be discharged 
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from further consideration of House of Bishops Message No. 62. 
Motion carried 


Mr. Jones of Central New York, for the Committee on Amend- 
ments to the Constitution, likewise moved that his Committee be 
discharged from further consideration of Message No. 62, and also 
of HD 380, a Deputy’s Resolution on the same subject. 

Motion carried 
Committees discharged 


Permanent Commission on Ecumenical Relations 


The Rev. Mr. O’Leary, for the Committee on Ecumenical Rela- 
tions, moved that the House concur with the House of Bishops in 
adopting the Resolution contained in its Message No. 100, enacting 
a new canon which would establish the Joint Commission on 
Ecumenical Relations as a Standing Commission. 

Referred to Canons 


(See Part III—‘‘Canons—Proposed Canon 2”) 


Final Action: Died in Committee 


Messages from the House of Bishops 


The Secretary reported the receipt of Messages from the House 
of Bishops, as follows: 


Message No. 121—Concur with House of Deputies No. 92. 
(See Part III—“Voting Methods in Dioceses”) 
Message No. 122—Concur with House of Deputies No. 7. 
(See Part. I1I—“Joint Rules of Order’) 
Message No. 123—Concur with House of Deputies No, 50. 
(See Part III—‘‘Idaho—New Diocese’) 
Message No. 124—Concur with House of Deputies No. 62. 
(See Part I1I—‘“Joint Rules of Order—Rule 11”) 
Message No. 125—Concur with House of Deputies No. 61. 
(See Part I1I—“Joint Rules of Order—Rule 10(a)”) 


Message No. 126—Restoration of Certain Deposed Ministers. 
Referred to Canons 


(See Part I1I—‘Canon 65, Sec. 3’) 


Final Action: Not Adopted 
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Message No. 127—Conscientious Objection. 
_Referred to National & International 


(See Part III—‘Conscientious Objection” ) 
Final Action: Amended and Adopted 


Message No 128—Council for Renewal. 
Referred to Social Relations 


(See Part IIJ—‘“‘Renewal Council’) 
Final Action; Adopted ‘ 


Message No. 129—Notification of an episcopal resignation. 
No action necessary 


Message No. 130—Election of episcopal members, Executive 
Council. 
The House concurred 
(See Part III—‘‘Executive Council Members”’) 


Message No. 131—Establish Commission on Ordination of 
Women. 
Referred to Committees & Commissions 


(See Part III—“Women, Ordination of, Commission’’) 
Final Action: Adopted 


Message No. 132—Involvement of Young People. 
Referred to Committees & Commissions 


(See Part III—‘“‘Youth Involvement” ) 


Final Action: Died in Committee 
Message No. 133—-Concur with House of Deputies No. 83. 
(See Part I1J—‘“Sexuality, Human—Christian Attitudes”) 

Message No, 134—-Non-concur with House of Deputies No. 93. 
(See Part II1J—‘“Canon 2, Sec. 1”) 

Message No. 135—Concur with House of Deputies No. 94. 
(See Part I1I—“Canon 2, Sec. 2”) 

Message No. 136—Concur with House of Deputies No. 95. 
(See Part I1I—“Canon 2, Sec. 4’) 

Message No. 137—Concur with House of Deputies No. 88. 
(See Part I1I—“Canon 1, Sec. 2”) 

Message No. 138—Concur with House of Deputies No. 84. 

(See Part IIJ—‘‘Canon 26, Sec. 5(d)”’) 
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Message No, 139—Taxation of certain Church property. 
Referred to National & International 


(See Part III—“Taxation of Certain Church Property”’) 
Final Action; Not Adopted 


Message No. 140—Universal Human Rights Conventions. 
Referred to National & International 


(See Part II—“Human Rights, International Year”) 
Final Action: Not Adopted 


Message No. 141—Concur, with Amendments, with House of 
Deputies No. 60, 
The House concurred 


(See Part III—“Constitution—Amendments Proposed— 
Art. 1., See. 7") 


Message No. 142—Regional Council of North America. 


Referred to Ecumenical Relations 


(See Part III—‘“‘North America, Anglican Regional Council’’) 


Final Action: Amended and Adopted 


Message No. 143—Selective Conscientious Objection. 
Referred to National & International 


(See Part III—“Conscientious Objection, Selective’’) 
Final Action: Not Adopted 


Message No. 144—-Non-concur with House of Deputies No. 76. 


(See Part III—‘“Partnership”’) 
Special Orders 
The Rev. Mr. Woodward of West Missouri presented Reports 
+ 57 and # 58 of the Committee on Dispatch of Business, and 
moved the following Special Orders: 


1. Monday (this day)—-8:00 p.m.—Completion of consideration of the 
Report of the Joint Committee on Program and Budget. 


2. Tuesday, September 26—11:00 a.m.—Report of the Committee on 
the Presiding Bishop’s Address. F ' 
Motion carried 
Recess 
After announcements by the Secretary, the House recessed. _ 
The House re-convened at 8:00 p.m., with the President in the 
Chair. 


Certification of Deputies 


The Rev. Mr. Atkins of Milwaukee, for the Committee on Elec- 
tions, certified the following Deputies: 
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Philip Tate of Idaho 
Very Rev. William B. Spofford of Idaho 


Rev. Vincent R. Brown of Erie for Rev. Frederick R. Murray (for this 
session only). 


Rey. William V. Carpenter of Springfield for Rev. Darwin Bowers (for 
this session only). 


Rev. William E. Craig of Western Kansas for Rev. David Agnew. 


Flood Relief 
The Rev. Mr. Tate of Atlanta rose to a question of privilege. 


He requested permission to introduce a concurrent Resolution. 
Permission granted 


The Rev. Mr. Tate moved that the General Convention take note 
of, and respond to, the hurricane and flooding which has struck the 
Republic of Mexico and the southwestern States of the United 
States. 

Resolution adopted 


(See Part III—“Flood-Relief in the Southwest’) 


Final Action: Adopted 


General Church Program 


Pursuant to a Special Order adopted at the afternoon session, the 
House proceeded to consider two Resolutions (# 2 and # 6) pro- 
posed by the Joint Committee on Program and Budget. 


Mr. Cheney of Mississippi moved the following Resolution: 


Resolved, That this House suspend its Rules of Order and resolve 
itself into a Committee of the Whole to provide an opportunity to 
Deputies who have not had a chance to do so to offer and debate amend- 
ments to Resolutions # 2 and # 6 of the Report of the Joint Committee 
on Program and Budget; and be it further 

Resolved, that the Committee of the Whole sit for no more than thirty 
minutes. 


Resolution adopted 
The House resolved itself into a Committee of the Whole. 


The Chair appointed Mr. Crump of Tennessee as presiding officer 
of the Committee. 


The Committee rose. 


The House proceeded to take action upon the Resolutions as 
follows: 
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Resolution # 2—Detailed Budget for 1968. 
Resolution adopted 
(See Part I11]—General Church Program—Resolution # 2) 
Final Action: Adopted 
Resolution + 6—Criteria for Grants. 
Resolution adopted 
(See Part III—“General Church Program—Resolution + 6”) 
Final Action: Adopted 
Mr. Wilson of Delaware, for the Joint Committee on Program 
and Budget, moved that the House now affirm its previous actions 
by adopting Resolutions 1 through 8, as amended. 
Motion carried 


Sites of Future General Conventions 


Mr. Rash of Kentucky, for the Joint Committee of the Place of 
the Next General Convention, presented the Report of the Com- 
mittee. 


He moved a Resolution providing that the 1970 General Con- 
vention meet in Houston, Texas, and the 1973 General Convention 
in Jacksonville, Florida. 

Resolution adopted 


(See Part I1I—“General Convention Sites’) 
Final Action: Adopted 


Frequency of Meetings of the General Convention 


Mr. Jones of Central New York, for the Committee on Amend- 
ments to the Constitution, moved that the House concur with the 
House of Bishops in adopting the amendments, proposed in its 
Message No. 141, to the action taken by this House in respect of 
the frequency of meetings of the General Convention. 

The House concurred 


(See Part I1]—‘Constitution—Amendments Proposed— 
Art. I.; Sec: 7”) 
Budget of the General Convention 


Mr. Kent of Long Island, for the Joint Committee on Expenses, 
requested permission to distribute copies of the Budget of the Gen- 
eral Convention, scheduled to be considered on Tuesday morning. 

Permission granted 


Special General Convention 
Mr. Worsham of Dallas presented Report # 27 of the Committee 
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on Structure, with regard to HD 56, being a Resolution proposed 
by the Mutual Responsibility Commission, that would provide for 
an adjourned session of this General Convention of 1967. 


In lieu thereof, Mr. Worsham moved a Resolution petitioning 
the Bishops of the Church and the Presiding Bishop to call a special 
meeting of the General Convention in the Summer of 1969. 


The Special Joint Committee on an Adjourned Convention sup- 
ported the Resolution of the Committee on Structure. 
Resolution adopted 


(See Part I1I—“Special Convention”’) 
Final Action: Received; Substitute Adopted 


It was moved and seconded that the Special Joint Committee on 
an Adjourned Convention be discharged. 
Motion carried 


Adjournment 


After announcements by the Secretary, and on motion of the 
Rev. Mr. Woodward of West Missouri, for the Committee on Dis- 
patch of Business, the House adjourned. 


EIGHTH DAY 


TUESDAY, SEPTEMBER 26, 1967 
The House met, pursuant to adjournment. 
The President called the House to order at 9:00 a.m. 


The Rev. Mr. Capon of Long Island, the Chaplain, conducted 
the devotions of the House. 


Mr. Belford of Harrisburg, for the Committee on Certification 
of the Minutes, presented Report # 8 of the Committee, certifying 
to the accuracy of the Minutes of the Seventh Day. 

Certification of Deputies 


The Rev. Mr. Atkins, for the Committee on Elections, certified 
the following Deputies: 


Rey. Victor Hatfield of San Joaquin for Rev. Peter Barker. 


Rev. J. Greenlee Haynes of Minnesota for Rev. John W. Hildebrand 
(for this day only). 


Communication from the Chair 


The President addressed the House and informed it of his sense 
of panic about the amount of business yet to be completed. 
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He announced his intention, subject to being over-ruled by the 
House, to call up matters, out of turn, as he is informed that the 
Committees considering them are ready to report. 


The Rev. Mr. Woodward of West Missouri moved the following 
enabling motion: 


That the President be authorized to call up any matter, as convenient, 
and ree with reference to Committees, unless the same be de- 
manded. 


Motion carried 


Idaho—New Diocese 


The Chair introduced the Bishop of Idaho, the Rt. Rev. Norman 
L. Foote. 


Bishop Foote introduced the clerical and lay Deputies of the new 
Diocese, who had been seated on the previous day. 


Missionary Districts and Bishops 


Item + 17 was taken from the Calendar, being the matter of 
amending the Constitution to remove therefrom references to Mis- 
sionary Districts and Missionary Bishops, as proposed by the Joint 
Commission on Structure (HD 33). 


The Rev. Mr. McMillan of Erie moved an amendment, having 
the effect of making the clerical and lay deputations of overseas 
Missionary Dioceses equal in size to those of domestic Dioceses. 

Amendment adopted 


The Resolution, as now amended, was put to a vote. 
Resolution adopted 


(See Part I1I—‘“Constitution—Amendments Proposed— 
Various Articles”) 
Final Action: Adopted 


Mr. Worsham of Dallas moved that the Committee on Structure 
be discharged from further consideration of HD 358 (Mr. Waller 
of Georgia, sponsor) and HD 390 (Mr. Harmon of Liberia, spon- 
sor), both dealing with the subject of representation of Missionary 


Districts in the House of Deputies. ; ; 
Motion carried 


Mr. Jones of Central New York moved that the Committee on 
Amendments to the Constitution be discharged from further con- 
sideration of HD 217, being a Memorial from the Diocese of Maine 
on the subject of the nomenclature of Missionary Districts, and from 
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HD 390 (Mr. Harmon of Liberia, sponsor) on the subject of 
Missionary District representation... 

Motion carried 
Missionary Bishops 


The Chair announced the receipt of Messages from the House 
of Bishops (No. 145, No. 146, and No. 147) announcing the 
election of Missionary Bishops. 


The Messages were referred, without reading, to the Committee 
on the Consecration of Bishops, which Committee was then excused 
to consider the actions. 


The Committee on the Consecration of Bishops announced its 
readiness to report. 


The House went into executive session at 9:50 a.m. 
The House rose at 10:10 a.m. 


The Secretary announced that the House had consented to the 
election of 


Rev. William Carl Frey as Bishop of Guatemala 
Ven. Edmond Lee Browning as Bishop of Okinawa 
Rev. Edwin Lani Hanchett as Suffragan Bishop of Honolulu 


The Chair introduced the Bishop-elect of Guatemala and the 
Bishop-elect of Okinawa, who were in the House. 


Each of them addressed the House briefly. 


Proportional Representation 


Mr. Worsham of Dallas moved that HD 31, the proposal of the 
Joint Commission on Structure that representation in the House of 
Deputies be on a proportional basis, which Resolution had been 
tabled on the Sixth Day, be now taken from the table and considered 
in the light of the action now taken to give equal representation to 
Dioceses and Missionary Dioceses. He pointed out that if that action 
is sustained by the General Convention of 1970, the membership of 
the House of Deputies would be increased from 702 to 856. 


A vote by orders on the question to take from the table was called 
for. 


Motion not carried 
Elections 
Ballots were distributed for the following elections: 
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Members of the Executive Council 
Trustees of the Church Pension Fund 
Trustees of the General Theological Seminary 


The Deputies were asked to cast their ballots for the exact num- 
ber to be elected in each case, as they left the House at the noon 
recess. 


One ballot sufficed for the election of Trustees of the General 
Theological Seminary; two ballots were required for the other two 
elections, the results of the second balloting being announced during 
the evening session. 


The following were elected: 
Trustees of the General Theological Seminary 
Rev. Herbert S. Brown of Newark 
Rev. John V. Butler of New York 
Very Rev. Wesley Frensdorff of Utah 
Ven. Henry P. Krusen of Western New York 
Very Rev. Donald R. Woodward of West Missouri 
Kenneth B. Clark of New York 
Kempton Dunn of Connecticut 
Keith Funston of Connecticut 
Richard K. Paynter, Jr., of New Jersey 
Frederick L. Rockefeller of Western Massachusetts 


Trustees of The Church Pension Fund 

Rt. Rev. William F. Creighton of Washington 
James Armstrong of New York 

Hector Buell of Albany 

John T. Fey of Vermont 

Philip Masquellette of Texas 

Richard K. Paynter, Jr., of New Jersey 
Seaborn J. Flournoy of Southern Virginia 


Thomas M. Johnson of Georgia 


Executive Council 
Very Rev. Gordon E. Gillett of Quincy 
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Very Rev. Lloyd E. Gressle of Delaware 

Very Rev. William B. Spofford, Jr., of Idaho 
Clifford P. Morehouse of New York 

Emmett Harmon of Liberia 

Herbert V. Walker of Los Angeles 

Walker Taylor, Jr., of East Carolina 

William G. Ikard II of New Mexico and Southwest Texas 
Houston Wilson of Delaware 

John B. Tillson of Massachusetts (3-year term) 
Mrs. Seaton G. Bailey of Atlanta 

Mrs. Cyrus M. Higley of Central New York 

Mrs. Harold C. Kelleran of Virginia 

Dr. Charity Waymouth of Maine 

Mrs. Robert H. Durham of Michigan (2nd term) 
Mrs. Harold Sorg of California (2nd term) 


Vote by Orders and Dioceses 


Mr. Worsham of Dallas presented Report #26 of the Committee 
on Structure, which had been placed on the Calendar on the Sixth 
Day. The Committee recommended adoption of HD 349, a Resolu- 
tion sponsored by Mr. Peabody of Massachusetts, which would 
amend Article I., Sec. 4, so as to make voting in a vote by orders 
a matter of the votes of individual Deputies rather than a vote by 
Dioceses. 


Mr. Worsham moved the adoption of HD 349 as slightly 
amended by the Committee on Structure. 


It was moved and seconded— 


That debate be limited to thirty minutes and that no motion to cut off 
debate be in order until the thirty-minute period has elapsed. 


Motion carried 


An amendment offered by Mr. Bakewell of Connecticut was 
ruled out of order. 


Mr. Cooper of New Jersey moved a Substitute, being HD 32, as 
proposed by the Joint Commission on Structure, which would retain 
the vote by Dioceses, but would compute a “Divided” vote as one- 
half vote on each side of the Question. 
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An amendment to the Substitute was offered by the Rev. Mr. 
Bartlett, and then withdrawn. 


A motion to table was moved. The voice vote on the motion 
being inconclusive, a division was had. 

Resolution and Substitute tabled 

(330 aye—308 no) 


Presentment of a Bishop on Grounds of Doctrine 


The Secretary reported the receipt of Messages from the House 
of Bishops (Messages Nos. 150, 151, and 152) which would amend 
the Canons on the Presentment and Trial of a Bishop charged with 
“holding and teaching publicly or privately and advisedly, any doc- 
trine contrary to that held by this Church”, in line with the Report 
of the Committee on Theological Freedom and Social Responsibil- 
ities. 

Referred to Canons 

The Rev. Mr. Robertson of Northern Michigan, for the Com- 
mittee on Canons, presented Reports #38, #39, and #40, recom- 
mending that the House concur with the House of Bishops in adopt- 
ing the amendments. 


A vote by orders was called for on the substantial Resolution 
(Message No. 150). 
The House concurred 


The other two Resolutions were put to a voice vote. 
The House concurred 


(See Part II1I—“Canon 56, Sec. 2” and “Canon 55, Sec. 23”) 


Voting in Election for Presiding Bishop 


Mr. Worsham of Dallas, for the Committee on Structure, recom- 
mended that the House adopt HD 47, as proposed by the Mutual 
Responsibility Commission, which would amend Article I., Sec. 4, 
of the Constitution so as to provide that, at the election of a Presid- 
ing Bishop in Joint Executive Session, the voting would be by 


individual ballot rather than by Dioceses. 
Placed on the Calendar 


Executive Council—Composition and Charter 


The Rev. Mr. Robertson of Northern Michigan presented Report 
#12 of the Committee on Canons, and moved the adoption of 
HD 55, proposed by the Mutual Responsibility Commission, 
amending the Canon on the Executive Council. 

Resolution adopted 
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(See Part III—“Canon 4, Sec. 1”) 


Final Action: Adopted 
Recess a 
After announcements by the Secretary, the House recessed. 


The House re-convened at 1:30 p.m., the President in the chair. 


The Rev. Mr. Woodward of West Missouri moved that the House 
remain in session until 5:00 p.m., recess, and re-convene at 8:00 
p.m., adjourning at 10:00 p.m. 

Motion carried 


Certification of Deputies 


The Rev. Mr. Cook of Minnesota, for the Committee on Elec- 
tions, announced the certification of the following Deputies: 


Rev. Marcus B. Hitchcock of Spokane for Rev. David S. Altkins (for 
this day only). 


Rev. Thomas Best of Montana for Rev. Raymond Brown. 


Rev. Elsom Eldridge of Missouri for Ven. Charles Rehkopf (for this 
afternoon session only). 


Very Rev. Christoph Keller, Jr., of Mississippi for Rev. Duncan M. 
Hobart (as from noon on this day). 


Very Rev. Joseph L. O’Rillion of Oregon for Rev. Clarence T. Abbott 
(for this day only). 


Structure—Discharge of Memorials 


Mr. Worsham of Dallas, for the Committee on Structure, moved 
that the Committee be discharged from three groups of Memorials, 
dealing with matters on which the House had already taken action, 
as follows: 


1. Memorials regarding the Executive Council: HD 131 and HD 154. 


2. Memorials regarding votes by orders: HD 108, 111, 113, 120, 127, 
134, 140, 145, 151, 169, 184, 198, and 206. 


3. Memorials regarding representation in the House of Deputies: 
a 1s, 112, 126, 127, 134, 145, 149, 153, 160, 165, 170, 195, 198, 
an : 


Motion carried 
Resigned Bishops—Status 


Mr. Jones of Central New York presented Report +23 of the 
Committee on Amendments to the Constitution, recommending that 
this House concur with the House of Bishops in adopting the Reso- 
lution contained in its Message No. 92, in preference to adopting 
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HD 38, the latter proposed by the Joint Commission on Structure. 
Both proposals would amend the Constitution to preserve the right 
to seat and vote in the House of Bishops for Bishops who resign 
their jurisdictions for reasons of mission-strategy as determined 
by proper authority. 


Mr. Jones moved concurrence with the House of Bishops. 
The House concurred 


(See Part I1I—“Constitution—Amendments Proposed— 
ATtHl Sec, 27) 
Messages from the House of Bishops 


The Secretary reported the receipt of Messages from the House 
of Bishops, as follows: 


Message No. 148—Non-concur with House of Deputies No. 86. 
Message No. 149—-Non-concur with House of Deputies No. 87. 


(See Part I1I—“Constitution—Amendments Attempted— 
Art. T.,Sec. 3”) 


Message No. 153—-Commendation of the Partnership Principle. 
The House did not concur 


(See Part IJJ—‘Partnership”’ ) 

Message No. 154—Non-concur with House of Deputies No. 77. 
(See Part II1]—“Partnership”’) 

Message No. 155—Guest Preachers in Episcopal Churches. 


Referred to Canons 


(The Committee on Canons recommended concurrence.) 
The House concurred 


(See Part III—“Canon 48”) 
Message No. 156—Non-concur with House of Deputies No. 35. 
(See Part III—‘“Ecclesiastical Arts Division”) 
Message No. 157—Concur with House of Deputies No. 99. 
(See Part I1I—“Consultation on Church Union”) 
Message No. 158—Concur with House of Deputies No. 100. 
(See Part IJ1]—‘‘Ecumenical Study and Prayer’) 


264 JOURNAL OF THE GENERAL CONVENTION [8th Day 


Message No. 159—Concur with House of Deputies No. 104. 
(See Part III—“Executive Council Members’’) 
Message No. 160—Concur with House of Deputies No. 102. 
(See Part TI—“Communion Discipline”) 


Message No. 161—Discharge Joint Committee on the Partner- 
ship Plan. 
The House concurred 


(See Part I1]—‘“Partnership”’ ) 


Message No. 162—Pension coverage for lay employees urged. 
The House concurred 


(See Part I1]—“Lay Church Employees—Pensions” ) 


Message No. 165—Continue Joint Commission on Church 
Architecture. 
The House did not concur 


(The House later reconsidered and concurred.) 


Joint Committees and Joint Commissions 


The Rev. Mr. Curry of Western Massachusetts reported for the 
Joint Committee on Committees and Commissions, and recom- 
mended the following actions: 

1. That the House approve the continuance of the following: 


a. Joint Commission on the Church in Human Affairs. 
b. Joint Commission on Church Music. 
c. Joint Commission on the Structure of the Church. 


d. Mutual Responsibility Commission. 
Resolutions adopted 
(See Part I1I—Under the several headings) 
Final Action: Adopted 
2. That the House approve the establishment of a Joint Com- 
mittee on Non-Metropolitan Areas. 
Resolution adopted 
(See Part I1I—Under that heading) 
Final Action: Adopted 


3. That the House concur with the House of Bishops in approv- 
ing the establishment or continuance of the following: 
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a. Joint Commission on Deployment of the Clergy (Message 
No. 73). 


b. on Commission on Religion and Health (Message No. 


c. Joint Commission on Renewal (Message No. 39). 
The House concurred 


(See Part I1]—Under those headings) 


4. That the House do not concur with the House of Bishops in 
establishing the following: 


a. Joint Commission on the Role of Deaconesses (Message 
No. 85) 


b. Joint Commission on the Ordination of Women (Message 
Nop d31). 
The House did not concur 


(See Part I1I—Under those headings) 


5. That the Committee be discharged from further consideration 
of the following: 


a. House of Bishops No. 25—Temporary enlargement of the Standing 
Liturgical Commission—Already acted on by this House. 


b. HD 328 (Leighton of Maryland)—-Prayer Outreach Committee in 
Mutual Responsibility Commission—An internal matter of the Com- 
mission. 


c. HD 315—(Trelease of Ohio)—Joint Commission on Euthanasia— 
Proper concern of an existing Commission, the Church in Human 
Affairs. 


d. HD 310 (Gressle of Delaware)—Appointment of young people to 
Committees and Commissions—Matter not germane to this Com- 
mittee: commended to appointive authorities. 

Committee discharged 


General Convention Budget 


Mr. Flournoy of Southern Virginia presented the Report of the 
Joint Committee on Expenses. 


He moved the following Resolutions: 


1. Adoption of the Budget of the General Convention for the 
triennium ending August 15, 1970, in the amount of 
$653,194.52, including an estimated appropriation of 
$60,000.00 for the Special Convention of 1969. 

Resolution adopted 


2. Adoption of Resolutions #2, #3, and #4 of the Committee’s 
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Report, providing for the printing of Reports of Committees 
and Commissions and of the Journal, and setting the diocesan 
levy at an amount not to exceed $25.00. 

' Resolutions adopted 


(In this connection, the,Committee reported that the actual diocesan 
levy for the triennium will be $21.00 for Dioceses and $5.25 for Mis- 
sionary Districts.) 


3. Adoption of a Resolution increasing the maximum subsidy to 
a. Host Diocese from $25,000.00 to $50,000.00. (This action 
increased the triennial Budget to $678,194.52.) 

Resolution adopted 


(See Part I1I—“General Convention Budget’’) 
Final Action: Adopted 


Mr. Flournoy then moved that the Joint Committee on Expenses 
be discharged from further consideration of the following matters: 


1. HD 36, on the subject of a study of subsidizing the expenses of 
Deputies—Already adopted by the House. 


2. HD 132 (Michigan), HD 164 (Pennsylvania), HD 174 (Southern 
Ohio), and HD 191 (Province V)—a series of Memorials on the 
same subject. 


3. HD 178—A Memorial from the Diocese of Texas, proposing an 
increase of the assessment-ceiling—now made a matter of Resolu- 
tion rather than of Canon. 

Motion carried 


Committee discharged 


Committee of Conference on Lay-Administration 


Mr. Jones of Central New York, for the Committee on Confer- 
ence, appointed pursuant to a request of the House of Bishops, on 
the subject of Lay-Administration of the Chalice (House of Dep- 
uties Message No. 73), reported as follows: 


A Committee of Conference was requested by the House of Bishops 
with reference to possible constitutional issues presented by the action 
taken by this House in authorizing lay-administration of the Chalice. 


The Committee of Conference met, considered the matter, and the 
members of the Committee from the House of Bishops requested per- 
mission to report on the matter to the House of Bishops. 


Accordingly, the purposes of the Committee of Conference having 
been served, your Committee asks to be discharged from further par- 
ticipation therein. 


Committee discharged 
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The Secretary then reported the receipt of Message No. 166 from 
the House of Bishops, by which that House informed the House of 
Deputies that it had concurred with this House in adopting the 
Resolution contained in its Message No. 73 on Lay-Administration. 


(See Part III—“Canon 49, Sec. 3”) 


Pastoral Letters and Position Papers 


The Secretary reported the receipt of Message No. 167 from the 
House of Bishops, amending the canonical procedures relative to 
Pastoral Letters and enacting a new procedure in respect of Position 
Papers. 


The matter was referred to the Committee on Canons, which 
recommended concurrence. 


One proposed amendment, offered by Mr. Hickenlooper of 
Southern Ohio, failed for lack of a second. 


Another amendment, moved by the Rev. Mr. Coburn of Mas- 
sachusetts, did not prevail. 


A Resolution to concur was put. 
The House concurred 


(See Part I1I—‘“‘Canon 44, Sec. 2 (f) and (g)”) 


Presiding Bishop’s Address 


The Rev. Mr. Hauser of Texas, for the Committee to Recom- 
mend a Response to the Presiding Bishop’s Address, presented the 
Report of the Committee. 


After informing the House about the organization of the Com- 
mittee (the Rev. Mr. Hauser of Texas, Chairman, and the Rev. 
Mr. Morley of Missouri, Secretary), the Rev. Mr. Hauser moved 
that the “Open Letter” prepared by the Committee be adopted by 
this General Convention as its response to the Presiding Bishop’s 


Call to Action. 
Resolution adopted 


(See Part IJJ—“Introduction’’) 
Final Action: Adopted 
The Rev. Mr. Hauser moved that the Committee be discharged 
from further consideration of HD 331, sponsored by Mr. Gibbs of 
Los Angeles, suggesting alternative sources of income to support the 
Crisis-in-American-Life Program. 
Motion carried 
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Program-Planning by Executive Council 


The Rev. Mr. Long of Pennsylvania rose to.a question of per- 
sonal privilege and requested permission to introduce a matter 
requiring concurrent action. 

Permission granted 


The Rev. Mr. Long then moved a Resolution commending the 
Presiding Bishop and the Executive Council for their work in pro- 
gram-planning for the current triennium and asking them to carry 
out the same kind of planning for the next triennium. 

Resolution adopted 


(See Part I1I—“General Church Program—Planning 


Procedures” ) 
Final Action: Adopted 


Voting in House of Bishops 


Mr. Jones of Central New York, for the Committee on Amend- 
ments to the Constitution, moved that the House adopt Resolution 
HD 37, proposed by the Joint Commission on Structure, which 
would restrict the voting in the House of Bishops to one vote per 
Diocese, except on matters relating to Doctrine, Discipline, and 
Worship. : 

Resolution adopted 


(See Part III—“Constitution—Amendments Attempted— 
Arti I., See. 2*9 
Final Action: Not Adopted 
Mr. Jones then moved that the Committee be discharged from 
further consideration of HD 193, a Memorial from the Fifth 
Province, proposing a constitutional amendment to provide for 
biennial meetings of the General Convention. 
Motion carried 


Recess 


After announcements by the Secretary, and on motion of the 
Rev: Mr. Woodward of West Missouri, the House recesséd. 


The President called the House to order at 8:00 p.m. 


Euthanasia 


The Rev. Mr. Mollegen of Virginia presented Report #9 of the 
Committee on Christian Social Relations, which recommended 
that, in lieu of the proposal sponsored by the Rev. Mr. Trelease 
of Ohio (HD 315), namely, the appointment of a Joint Commission 
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on Euthanasia, the matter be referred to the existing Joint Com- 
mission on the Church in Human Affairs. 


The Rev. Mr. Mollegen so moved. 
Motion carried 


A.M.A. Committee on Religion and Medicine 


The Rev. Mr. Mollegen of Virginia moved that HD 340, spon- 
sored by the Rev. Mr. Varley of Easton, commending to the Church 
the work of the Committee on Religion and Medicine of the Ameri- 
can Medical Association, be adopted. 

Resolution adopted 


(See Part I1]—“Religion and Medicine’’) 


Final Action: Adopted 


Renewal Commission 


The Rev. Mr. Mollegen moved that the House concur, with 
Amendments, with the House of Bishops, in adopting the Resolution 
contained in its Message No. 39, establishing a Joint Commission 
on Renewal. 

The House concurred, with Amendments 


(See Part I1]—“Renewal, Joint Commission” ) 
Final Action: Adopted 


Abortion-Law Reform 


The Rev. Mr. Mollegen of Virginia moved that the House con- 
cur, with Amendments, with the House of Bishops, in adopting the 
Resolution concerning reform of civil laws on abortion, as contained 
in its Message No. 80. 

The House concurred, with Amendments 
(384 aye—189 no) 


(See Part I1J—‘“‘Abortion-Law Reform’) 
Final Action: Adopted 


Opportunities for Students from Minority Groups 


The Rev. Mr. Mollegen of Virginia moved that this House con- 
cur, with Amendments, with the House of Bishops, in adopting the 
Resolution contained in its Message No. 79, on the subject of pro- 
viding educational opportunities in Church-related schools for 
children of disadvantaged groups in society. 

The House concurred, with Amendments 


(See Part I1I—‘‘Church Schools and Minority Groups”) 


Final Action: Adopted 
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Alcoholics—Rehabilitation 


The Rev. Mr. Mollegen of Virginia moved that the House adopt 

a modified version of HD 336, sponsored by the Rev. Mr. DuTeil 
of Honolulu, on the subject of civil detoxification procedures. 

Resolution adopted 


(See Part III—‘‘Alcoholics—Rehabilitation” ) 


Final Action: Adopted 


The Rev. Mr. Mollegen then moved that the House adopt 
HD 344, sponsored by the Rev. Mr. Tate of Atlanta, on the same 
subject, which proposed, also, a supportive program, with a budget, 
in the Department of Christian Social Relations of the Executive 
Council. 

Resolution not adopted 


Negro Colleges 


The Rev. Mr. Mollegen of Virginia presented Report #6 of the 
Committee on Christian Social Relations, in respect of HD 342, a 
Resolution sponsored by the Rev. Mr. Byfield of California, on 
the anomaly of the Church’s maintaining “predominantly Negro 
Colleges”. 


The Committee, after consideration of the matter, and after con- 
sultation with two of the Presidents of American Church Institute 
Colleges, reported that the Resolution was, in its view, unnecessary, 
and moved that it be discharged from further consideration thereof. 

Motion carried 


Negroes as Deputies 


The Rev. Mr. Mollegen of Virginia, for the Committee on Chris- 
tian Social Relations, moved that the House adopt HD 351, a 
Resolution sponsored by the Rev. Mr. Jacobs of Ohio, urging the 
election of non-whites as Deputies to the General Convention. 

Motion tabled 


Nominating Negroes for Vacant Cures 


The Rev. Mr. Mollegen of Virginia moved that the House adopt 
HD 352, a Resolution sponsored by the Rev. Mr. Hancock of 
Minnesota on behalf of the Bishop and Council of that Diocese, 
establishing a policy of this Church in respect of nominating for 
vacant cures and placement of Negro clergymen. 

Resolution adopted 
(See Part III—“Equal Opportunity (Clergy)”) 


Final Action: Adopted 
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Jonathan Daniels 


The Rev. Mr. Mollegen of Virginia moved the adoption of 
HD 347 and HD 348, Resolutions sponsored, respectively, by the 
Rev. Mr. Morrill of New Hampshire and Mr. Peabody of Mass- 
achusetts, on the subject of a Memorial Minute on the late Jonathan 
Daniels. 

Resolution adopted 


(See Part II1I—“Daniels, Jonathan’’) 
Final Action: Adopted 


ESCRU Petition 


The Rev. Mr. Mollegen of Virginia moved the adoption of 
HD 350, being the “Petition of 10,000”, sponsored by the Episcopal 
Society for Cultural and Racial Unity and introduced by the Rev. 
Mr. Pelham of Michigan. The Petition called on the General Con- 
vention to re-affirm the statements on racial discrimination adopted 
by the General Conventions of 1958, 1961, and 1964, and to 
refer to the forthcoming Council of Renewal a consideration of 
racism as it exists in Church and Society. 

Resolution adopted 


(See Part III—“Equality of Man’’) 


Final Action: Adopted 
Income-Maintenance 
Item #10 was taken from the Calendar, being Resolutions 


HD 212, 213, 214, and 215, proposed by the Episcopal Action 
Group on Poverty. 


On motion of the Rev. Mr. Wilkes of Maryland, the first three 
matters were referred to the Executive Council for further study, 
being the Resolutions on social insurance, Medicare, and public 
assistance. 


The Rev. Mr. Mollegen of Virginia, for the Committee on Chris- 
tian Social Relations, moved the adoption of HD 215, on the sub- 
ject of income-maintenance. 


A vote to table the matter was defeated, 300 to 291. 

Mr. Laughlin of Ohio moved a Substitute, as follows: 
Resolved, the House of Bishops concurring, That the General Conven- 
tion call on its Executive Council to participate in studies, under inter- 


denominational, inter-faith, and secular auspices, of the feasibility and 
advisability of the enactment of an effective system of income-mainte- 


nance. e 
Substitute adopted 


272 JOURNAL OF THE GENERAL CONVENTION [8th Day 


It was moved and seconded that the whole matter be referred to 
the Executive Council. 
Motion carried 


Life, Accident, and Health Benefits 


The Rey. Mr. Robertson of Northern Michigan presented Report 
+26 of the Committee on Canons, and moved the adoption of a 
Resolution to amend the Canon, “On the Church Pension Fund”, 
so as to permit the Fund to administer a program of life, accident, 
and health benefits. 

Resolution adopted 


(See Part I[II—“Canon 7, Sections 1 and 4’’) 
Final Action: Adopted 


Parity in Vote by Orders and Dioceses 


Mr. Jones of Central New York, for the Committee on Amend- 
ments to the Constitution, moved that the Rules be suspended so 
that a matter requiring concurrent action might be presented, a 
motion requiring a two-thirds majority. 

Motion carried 


Mr. Jones thereupon moved a further amendment of the Consti- 
tution to provide parity of strength, as between Dioceses and Mis- 
sionary Dioceses, in votes by orders and Dioceses, in the event that 
the General Convention of 1970 adopts the constitutional amend- 
ments proposed by this Convention abolishing the status of 
Missionary Districts. 

Resolution adopted 


(See Part [I—‘“Constitution—Amendments Proposed— 
Art. I., Sec. 4’) 


Final Action: Adopted 


Regional Council of North America 


The Rev. Mr. O’Leary of Western Michigan presented Report 
#12 of the Committee on Ecumenical Relations, and moved that 
this House concur, with Amendments, with the House of Bishops, in 
adopting the Resolution contained in its Message No. 142, with 
regard to the development of plans and a constitution for an 
Anglican Regional Council for North America. 

The House concurred, with Amendments 


(See Part III—‘‘North America—Anglican Regional 


Council” ) 
Final Action: Adopted 
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Viet Nam War Statement 


The Rev. Mr. Woodward of West Missouri, for the Committee 
on Dispatch of Business, moved that the House now receive and 
consider a Report of the Committee on National and International 
Problems on the subject of the war in Viet Nam. 

Motion carried 


The Rev. Mr. Pollard of Tennessee presented Report #11 of 
the Committee on National and International Problems, and moved 
the series of nine Resolutions contained therein. 


Mr. Morgan of Arizona moved a Substitute Statement, which 
would, in effect, replace three of the Resolutions just moved by the 
Rev. Mr. Pollard; namely, Resolutions 1, 3, and 5. A vote by 
orders was called for on the Substitute. 

Substitute not adopted 


It appearing that a major debate would ensue, the Rev. Mr. 
Woodward, for the Committee on Dispatch of Business, moved that 
debate continue for thirty minutes, during which time no motion 
to cut off debate would be entertained, and limiting each speaker 
to two minutes. 

Motion carried 


Mr. Ikard of New Mexico and Southwest Texas moved that, not- 
withstanding the action just taken, the debate continue until the 
matter is dealt with to the satisfaction of the House. 

Motion carried 


Debate ensued. 


Mr. Lawrence of New York moved that Resolution #9, on the 
subject of the ability of this nation to prosecute the conflict in Viet 
Nam and attend to domestic problems as well, be deleted. 

Motion carried 


Substitutes for all or part of the series of Resolutions were offered 
by Mr. Thorp of Dallas, Rev. Mr. Leach of Michigan, Mr. Baker 
of Kansas, and Mr. Christian of West Virginia, all of which were 
defeated. 


A motion to table, moved by the Rev. Mr. Fowler of Arizona, 
was likewise defeated. 


Mr. McFaddin of Texas moved that the House take an immedi- 
ate vote, consecutively, on each of the remaining eight Resolutions, 
and that no further amendments be accepted and no debate 


recognized. j ; 
Motion carried 
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The Rev. Mr. Pollard thereupon moved the Resolutions, seriatim, 
and all of them were adopted, except Resolution #6, which urged 
the expenditure of sums, comparable to those being spent on prose- 
cuting the war, on rehabilitation in Viet Nam, with added taxation 
as necessary. 


Mr. McFaddin of Texas moved that the House adopt the State- 
ment on Viet Nam with Resolutions #1 through #5, and Resolu- 
tions #7 and #8, attached thereto. | 

Motion carried 
(See Part III—‘“‘Viet Nam”’’) 


Final Action: Adopted 
Canon on Metropolitan Councils 


The Rev. Mr. Gressle of Delaware, for the Committee on Urban 
and Suburban Work, presented Report #4 of that Committee, 
and moved the adoption of HD 8, proposed by the Committee on 
Diocesan Boundaries, as that proposed Canon, “On Metropolitan 
Councils”, had been amended by the Committee on Canons in its 
Report #2. 

Resolution adopted 

(See Part I1I—“Canons—Proposed Canon, ‘On Metropolitan 

Councils’ ”’) 
Final Action: Not Adopted 
Community-Action Programs 


The Rev. Mr. Gressle of Delaware, for the Committee on Urban 
and Suburban Work, moved the adoption of a Resolution on the 
subject of local control of community-action programs. 

Resolution adopted 


(See Part III—“Community-Action Programs” ) 
Final Action: Adopted 


Participation of Poor in Decisions Affecting their Lives 


The Rev. Mr. Bartlett of California presented Report +6 of the 
Committee on Urban and Suburban Work, and moved a Resolution 
calling on Churchmen to seek ways to encourage participation of 
poor people in decision-making processes. 

Resolution adopted 


(See Part I1]—‘“Poor, Participation of, in Poverty Programs” ) 
Final Action: Adopted 


Law and Social Change 


The Rev. Mr. Bartlett of California presented Report #7 of the 
Committee on Urban and Suburban Work, and moved a Resolution 
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calling for the development by the Executive Council of guide-lines 
and study programs to keep the Church informed about the role of 
law in relation to social change. 

Resolution not adopted 


Labor Unions and Hiring Halls 


The Rev. Mr. Bartlett of California, for the Committee on Urban 
and Suburban Work, moved the adoption of HD 343, a Resolution 
sponsored by the Rev. Mr. Byfield of California, on the subject of 
the elimination of discriminatory practices by labor unions, par- 
ticularly in hiring-halls and apprenticeship programs. 

Resolution adopted 


(See Part III—‘“Labor Unions—Racial Discrimination” ) 
Final Action: Adopted 


Changes in Pension Fund Board 


The Rev. Mr. Byfield of California presented Report +14 of 
the Committee on the Church Pension Fund, and moved the adop- 
tion of an amended version of HD 363, a Resolution sponsored by 
Mr. Masquellette of Texas, which has the effect of putting the 
Board of Trustees of The Church Pension Fund on notice that the 
General Convention of 1970 will be asked by this Convention to 
amend the Canon, “On the Church Pension Fund”, so as to increase 
the size of the said Board and limit the terms of its members. 

Resolution adopted 


(See Part IIJ—“‘Canons—Notice of Intention to Amend 


Canon 7”) 
Final Action: Adopted 


Group Insurance for the Clergy 


The Rev. Mr. Byfield of California, for the Committee on the 
Church Pension Fund, moved the adoption of an amended version 
of HD 355, a Resolution sponsored by Mr. Wollesen of Northern 
California, which would remove the control of any plan of group- 
insurance for the clergy that may be adopted by the Church from 
the Church Pension Fund, as being an instance of conflict of interest. 

Resolution not adopted 


Adjournment 


The Rev. Mr. Woodward, for the Committee on Dispatch of 
Business, moved that the House now adjourn. 


The House adjourned at 11:40 p.m. 
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WEDNESDAY, SEPTEMBER 27, 1967 


The House met, pursuant to adjournment, at 9°00 a.m., the Vice- 
President in the chair. 


The Chaplain, the Rev. Mr. Capon of Long Island, conducted 
the devotions of the House. 


Mr. Belford, of Harrisburg, for the Committee on Certification 
of the Minutes, attested to the accuracy of the Minutes of the Eighth 
Day. 


Certification of Deputies 


The Rev. Mr. Atkins presented Reports #20 and #21 of the 
Committee on Elections and certified the following Deputies: 


Fred Bebbington of New Jersey for J, Arthur Jones (for Tuesday). 
Rev. C. Howard Perry of Olympia for Rev. Paul Langpaap. 

John Strickland of Olympia for B. Franklin Miller. 

Rev. Charles Bailey of San Joaquin for Rev. Robert Newell. 

Rev. Bradford Young of New Hampshire for Rev. Roswell Moore. 

Fred Bebbington of New Jersey for Daniel Weigand (for Wednesday). 
Charles F. Bound of New York for Andrew Oliver. 


Order of Business 


The Rev. Mr. Woodward of West Missouri, for the Committee 
on Dispatch of Business, moved the following: 


That no Resolutions requiring concurrent action be in order after 
10:00 a.m. on this day. 
Motion carried 


The Rev. Mr. Woodward thén moved the following Order of 
Business for this last Day: 


. Committee on Evangelism 
. Messages from the House of Bishops 
. Committee on Privilege and Courtesy 


. Uncompleted business 


nA FB WY N 


. Adjournment 
Motion carried 
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Communication from the Chair 


The Vice-President addressed the House briefly, expressing his 
thanks for the many acts of kindness and thoughtfulness shown 
him by members of the House, and testifying to his gratification 
that he had had the opportunity of presiding when the first consti- 
tutional steps had been taken for the seating of women as Deputies 
and when the House gave its approval to the program of the Con- 
sultation on Church Union. 


Program and Budget 


Mr. Palmer of Virginia, for the Committee on Program and 
Budget, presented a series of Reports, clearing the Committee’s 
docket of matters referred to it, as follows: 


1. HD 331—A Resolution sponsored by Mr. Gibbs of Los Angeles 
proposing an alternate source of revenue for the Crisis-in-American- 
Life Program—Recommendation: Negative, since the program is 
already funded in the General Church Program. 

Resolution not adopted 


2. HD 372—A Resolution sponsored by Mr. Crane of Missouri on 
the program of Evangelism—Recommendation: reference to Ex- 
penses. 

So referred 


3. House of Bishops Message No. 75—Appropriation for Clergy- 
Information Depository—Recommendation: Not concur, because 
(1) a firm budget is lacking, and (2) the matter has already been 
referred to the Executive Council, which has accepted responsibility. 

The House did not concur 


(See Part III—‘“Clergy-Information Depository” ) 


4. Joint Commission on Evangelism, Resolution #2—Budget for the 
office of a General Secretary for Evangelism—Recommendation: 
that the Committee be discharged, because an appropriation there- 
for, satisfactory to the Joint Commission, has been included in the 
General Church Program. 

Committee discharged 


5. Committee on Stewardship—Request for an increased appropriation 
for Stewardship-Education—Recommendation: Negative. 
Resolution not adopted 


6. HD 5—Annual irreducible appropriation for Episcopalian Maga- 
zine—Recommendation: that the Committee be discharged, because 
said appropriation has been included in the General Church Pro- 
gram. 


Mr. MacDonald of South Florida moved that HD 5 be 
amended by adding thereto a clause requesting the Episcopalian 
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to consider raising its minimum subscription price on the Parish 
Every-Family Plan. 


lis 


Amendment not adopted 
Committee discharged 


HD 6—Confirm the actions of “The Episcopalian, Inc.”—Recom- 
mendation: Affirmative. 


Resolution adopted 


(See Part III—“Episcopalian—Members and Directors’) 
Final Action: Adopted 


8. 


House of Bishops Message No. 49—Appropriation for the Board 
for Theological Education—Recommendation: that the Committee 
be discharged, because the appropriation is included in the General 
Church Program and because this House has already concurred 
with the House of Bishops in this matter. 

Committee discharged 


. HD 61 and HD 63—Appointment of Executive Officer and appro- 


priation for the Mutual Responsibility Commission—Recommenda- 
tion: that the Committee be discharged from HD 63, inasmuch as 
the appropriation has been included in the General Church Program, 
and that HD 61 be referred, jointly, to the Presiding Bishop and the 
President of the House of Deputies. 

So ordered 


. HD 18 and HD 21—Establishment and funding of a Division of 


Ecclesiastical Arts and appropriation for the program of the Joint 
Commission on Church Music—Recommendations: in respect of 
HD 18, that the Committee be discharged, inasmuch as the House 
of Bishops has not concurred in the establishment of such a Divi- 
sion, and in respect of HD 21, negative, because there are no funds 
available. 


Resolutions not adopted 


Evangelism 


The Rev. Mr. Lumpkin of Upper South Carolina moved the 
enabling Resolution for the program of Evangelism. 


Resolution adopted 
(See Part III—“Evangelism Program”’) 


Final Action: Adopted 


Architecture and the Allied Arts 


Mr. Kent of Long Island moved that the House re-consider its 
action in not concurring with the House of Bishops in continuing 
the Joint Commission on Church Architecture and the Allied Arts. 


Motion carried 


Mr. Kent then moved that this House do now concur with the 
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House of Bishops in adopting the Resolution contained in its Mes- 
sage No. 165. 
The House concurred 


(See Part II—“Architecture and Allied Arts’) 
Staff Officer for Rural Work 


The Rev. Mr. Ortmayer, of Milwaukee, on behalf of the Com- 
mittee on Rural Work, moved the adoption of HD 369, a Resolu- 
tion sponsored by the Rev. Mr. Helmer of Northern Michigan, 
which calls on the Executive Council to provide a staff officer for 
rural work. 

Resolution adopted 


(See Part III—“Non-Metropolitan Areas, Staff Officer’) 


Final Action: Adopted 


New Missionary Districts Assigned to Provinces 


The Rev. Mr. Crawford of Arizona, for the Committee on Mis- 
sions, moved that this House concur with the House of Bishops in 
adopting the Resolutions contained in its Messages No. 98 and 
No. 99. The Resolutions amend the Canon, “On Provinces’, so as 
to include in Provinces VIII and IX the new overseas Missionary 
Districts in the Pacific (Okinawa) and Latin America (the 5 Dis- 
tricts in Central America) created at this Convention; to amend 
the title of the Missionary District now known as Panama and the 
Canal Zone; and to remove Cuba, now an autonomous Anglican 
Diocese. 

The House concurred 


(See Part III—“Canon 8, Sec. 1”) 


Non-Communicants as Missionaries 


The Rev. Mr. Crawford of Arizona presented Report #9 of 
the Committee on Missions, and moved that this House concur 
with the House of Bishops, with Amendments, in adopting the Reso- 
lution contained in its Message No. 35, on the appointment of non- 
Communicants of this Church as Missionaries. The amendment 
would allow the employment of such persons, but would not accord 
them the status of Missionaries. 

The House concurred, with Amendments 


(See Part IIJ—“Canon 4, Sec. 9’) 


Final Action: Adopted 
Commendation of Mutual Responsibility Commission 
The Rev. Mr. Crawford of Arizona, for the Committee on 
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Missions, moved a Resolution of commendation for the work of the 
Mutual Responsibility Commission. 
Resolution adopted 


(See Part I1I—‘‘Mutual Responsibility Commission”’) 
Final Action: Adopted 


Hymnal Revision 


The Rev. Mr. Greenwood of Tennessee, for the Committee on 
Church Music, moved the adoption of HD 20, proposed by the 
Joint Commission on Church Music, which authorizes the said 
Commission to collect and collate material for a future revision of 
the Hymnal. 

Resolution adopted 


(See Part III—“Hymnal Revision’’) 
Final Action: Adopted 


Church School Missionary Offering 


The Rev. Mr. Krumm of New York, for the Committee on 
Christian Education, reported on HD 202, a Memorial from the 
Executive Council, and HD 157, a Memorial from the Diocese of 
Northwest Texas. The two Memorials proposed diametrically op- 
posed treatments of the Church School Missionary Offering. The 
Rev. Mr. Krumm moved a compromise Resolution, retaining the 
concept of a national offering, while leaving Dioceses free to elect 
alternate allocations. 

Resolution adopted 
(See Part I1I—“Church School Missionary Offering”’) 


Final Action: Adopted 
Boy Scout Movement 


The Rev. Mr. Krumm of New York, for the Committee on Chris- 
tian Education, moved the adoption of HD 311, a Resolution spon- 
sored by Mr. Tellepsen of Texas, commending the Boy Scout 
Movement to the Church. 

Resolution adopted 


(See Part III—“Boy Scout Movement’’) 
Final Action: Adopted 


Joint Rules of Order 


Mr. Crump of Tennessee presented Reports # 8 and + 9 of the 
Committee on Rules of Order, and moved Resolutions for the 
amendment of the Joint Rules of Order. 


Resolutions adopted 
(See Part I1I—“Joint Rules of Order—Rule 1 and Rule 4”) 


Final Action: Adopted 
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Extra-Budgetary Giving 


Mr. Taylor of East Carolina moved that the Rules be suspended 
so that he might offer a concurrent Resolution. 
Motion carried 


Mr. Taylor moved, and the Rev. Mr. Thornberry of Ohio sec- 
onded, a Resolution calling on the General Convention to re-affirm 
its approval and support of projects and Companion-Diocese rela- 
tionships. 

Resolution adopted 


(See Part II1]—“Projects and Companion Dioceses”) 
Final Action: Adopted 


Committees to Certify Changes in Constitution and Canons 


Pursuant to Canon 66, Sec. 4, the President appointed, on behalf 
of this House, the following, to serve on the Joint Committees to 
Certify Changes in the Constitution and Canons. 


1. Changes in the Constitution 
Rev. Dr. Thornberry of Ohio 
Mr. Jones of Central New York 


2. Changes in the Canons 
Rev. Mr. Robertson of Northern Michigan 
Mr. Adams of California 


Pre-filing of Proposed Constitutional Canonical Amendments 


Mr. Gibbs of Los Angeles moved that the Rules be suspended so 
that he might present a concurrent Resolution. 
Motion carried 


Mr. Gibbs moved a Resolution calling for pre-Convention meet- 
ings of the Committees of the two Houses on Constitution and on 
Canons to consider and prepare recommendations on proposed 
alterations in the Constitution and Canons that have been pre-filed 
with the Secretary of the Convention and published by him. 

Resolution adopted 


(See Part I11J—“Constitution and Canons—Pre-filing of 
Proposed Alterations” ) 
Final Action: Adopted 


Codification of Canons 

The Rev. Mr. Robertson of Northern Michigan, for the Com- 
mittee on Canons, moved the adoption of HD 323, a Resolution 
sponsored by the Rev. Mr. Newlin of Lexington, calling for a re- 


codification of the Canons. 
Resolution adopted 
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(See Part I1]—‘“Canons—Proposed Re-numbering”) 
Final Action: Not Adopted 


Messages from the House of Bishops 


The Secretary reported the receipt of Messages from the House 
of Bishops, as follows: 


Message No. 168—Informing the House of Deputies about elec- 
tions to the Courts for the Trial and Review 
of the Trial of a Bishop. 

No action necessary 


Message No. 169—Informing the House of Deputies that the 
Bishops have requested the Presiding Bishop 
to call a special meeting of the General Con- 
vention. 

No action necessary 


(See Part III—“Special Convention”) 


Message No. 170—Concur, with Amendments, with House of 
Deputies No. 107, continuing the quota 
system. 

The House concurred 


(See Part III—“General Church Program—Resolution + 1”) 
Message No. 171—Concur with House of Deputies No. 108. 
Message No. 172—Concur with House of Deputies No. 109. 
Message No. 173—Concur with House of Deputies No. 110. 
Message No. 174—-Concur with House of Deputies No. 111. 
Message No. 175—Concur with House of Deputies No. 112. 
Message No. 176—Concur with House of Deputies No. 113. 
Message No. 177—-Concur with House of Deputies No. 114. 


(See Part I1]—‘“‘General Church Program— 
Resolutions + 2—+ 8”) 


Message No. 178—Concur with House of Deputies No. 78. 

(See Part II1]—“General Church Program—Interpretation” ) 

Message No. 179—Concur with House of Deputies No. 79. 
(See Part I1]—“‘General Church Programs—Pledges”’) 
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Message No. 180—Concur with House of Deputies No. 80. 
(See Part I1I—“General Church Program—lInterpretation”’) 
Message No. 181—Concur with House of Deputies No. 81. 
(See Part III—“Executive Council Visitations” ) 
Message No. 182—Concur with House of Deputies No. 82. 
(See Part I1]—“Stewardship-Education Officer’’) 
Message No. 183—Concur with House of Deputies No. 115. 
(See Part III—“Flood-Relief in the Southwest”) 
Message No. 184—Concur with House of Deputies No. 118. 
(See Part I1I—‘“‘General Convention Sites’’) 


Committee on the Prayer Book 


The Rev. Mr. Lemoine of Long Island, reporting for the Com- 
mittee on the Prayer Book, moved that the Committee be dis- 
charged from further consideration of the following matters that 
had been referred to it, for the reasons given in each instance, to 
wit: 

1. HD 317, a Resolution sponsored by the Rev. Mr. Lloyd of Harris- 
burg, on the subject of the administration of the Chalice in Federal 


prisons—Also referred to the Committee on National and Interna- 
tional Problems which will report thereon. 


2. House of Bishops Message No. 62, on the subject of Communion 
Discipline—The House has already acted in the matter. 


3. HD 313 (Bartlett, West Virginia) and HD 361 (Diocese of West 
Missouri), on the subject of trial use—Action already taken. < 
Motion carried 


The Rev. Mr. Lemoine, in respect of a group of Resolutions 
suggesting changes in or supplements to the Proposed Liturgy of 
the Lord’s Supper, recommended that, since they require more 
deliberate consideration than can be given them during the session 
of the House, they be referred to the Standing Liturgical Commis- 
sion, being the following: 

HD 308—Mr. Cooper of New Jersey 

HD 318, 319, 320, 321, 322—Rev. Mr. McMillan of Erie 
HD 327—Rev. Mr. Fay of South Dakota 

HD 337—Rev. Mr. Thompson of Central New York 


HD 338—Rev. Mr. Johnston of West Missouri 
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HD 339—Rev. Mr. Tate of Atlanta 


HD 346—Mr. Thorp of Dallas ° . Me} 
Referred to Standing Liturgical Commission 


Administration of Chalice in Prisons 


The Rev. Mr. Pollard of Tennessee, for the Committee on Na- 
tional and International Problems, moved that this House concur 
with the House of Bishops in adopting the Resolution contained in 
its Message No. 57, calling for an appeal from the Department of 
Justice ruling that the chalice may not be administered to inmates 
of Federal prisons. 

The House concurred 


(See Part I[1I—“Chalice, Administration of, in 
Federal Prisons”’ ) 


Home Rule in Washington 


The Rev. Mr. Pollard of Tennessee, for the Committee on Na- 
tional and International Problems, moved that this House concur 
with the House of Bishops in adopting the Resolution contained 
in its Message No. 84, supporting home-rule for the District of 
Columbia. 

The House concurred 


(See Part IIJ—‘“District of Columbia”) 


Conscientious Objection 


The Rev. Mr. Pollard of Tennessee, for the Committee on Na- 
tional and International Problems, moved that this House concur 
with the House of Bishops in adopting the Resolution contained in 
Message No. 127, on conscientious objection. 


At the request of Mr. Cheney of Mississippi, the Question was 
divided, and the House proceeded to vote on each of the five clauses 
of the Resolution. 


The House concurred, with Amendments 


(See Part I1I—“Conscientious Objection’) 
Final Action: Adopted 


Selective Conscientious Objection 


The Rev. Mr. Pollard of Tennessee, for the Committee on Na- 
tional and International Problems, moved that the House concur 
with the House of Bishops in adopting the Resolution contained in 
its Message No. 143, on the subject of selective conscientious 
objection. 
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An amendment moved by Mr. Masquellette of Texas did not 
prevail. 


A vote by orders was called for by the Diocese of West Texas. 
The House did not concur 


(See Part I1I—“Conscientious Objection, Selective’’) 
Messages from the House of Bishops 


The Secretary reported the receipt of Messages from the House 
of Bishops, as follows: 


Message No. 185—Non-concur with House of Deputies No. 128. 


(See Part I1]—“Constitution—Amendments Attempted— 
Ath ls SecaZe) 


Message No. 186—Concur with House of Deputies No. 129. 
(See Part I1]—“Introduction”’) 
Message No. 187—Concur with House of Deputies No. 130. 


(See Part I1]I—“General Church Program—Planning 
Procedures” ) 


Message No. 188—Concur with House of Deputies No. 131. 
(See Part III—‘‘Host Diocese—Subsidy” ) 
Message No. 189—Concur with House of Deputies No. 132 
—Human Affairs, Church in. 
Message No. 190—Concur with House of Deputies No. 133 
—Music, Church. 
Message No. 19]—Concur with House of Deputies No. 134 
—Structure. 
(See Part 11J—Under those headings) 
Message No. 192—Concur with House of Deputies No. 125. 
Message No. 193—Concur with House of Deputies No. 140. 


(See Part I1I—‘Constitution—Amendments Proposed— 
Att. 1, see 2” ) 


Message No. 194—Concur with House of Deputies No. 144. 
(See Part II]—“Daniels, Jonathan”) 
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Message No. 195—Concur with House of Deputies No. 145. 
(See Part I1J—“Equal Opportunity (Clergy)”) 
Message No. 196—Concur with House of Deputies No. 147. 
(See Part III—‘“Religion and Medicine’ ) 

Message No. 197—Concur with House of Deputies No. 148, 
(See Part I1]—“Euthanasia”’ ) 

Message No. 198—Concur with House of Deputies No. 149. 
(See Part IIJ—‘Alcoholics—Rehabilitation” ) 
Message No. 199—Concur with House of Deputies No. 150. 
(See Part III—“Abortion-Law Reform”’) 


Message No. 212—Investment policies in Southern Africa. 
The House concurred 


(See Part I1J—‘“Southern Africa—Investments” ) 


Message No. 214—-Commendation of Walker Taylor, Jr. 
The House concurred 


(See Part I1]—“Mutual Responsibility Commission”) 


Message No. 215—Informs House of Deputies of Receipt of 
Message No. 160 on the subject of a Special 
Convention. 


Resolutions of Courtesy 


The Rev. Mr. Wilder of California, for the Committee on Privi- 
lege and Courtesy, moved the following Resolutions: 


1. Pages and Print Shop. 


Resolved, That the House of Deputies of this Sixty-Second General 
Convention express to Captain Frank Munro, USN (Retired), its deep 
gratitude for his services as chief of pages during this Convention, as 
well as to all the pages who served with him, for the unfailing courtesy 
and the gracious work so cheerfully performed on our behalf. Also a 
special thanks to Maurice Heywood and his helpers in the printing room. 


Resolution adopted 
2. The Secretariat. 


Resolved, That the House of Deputies of this Sixty-Second General 
Convention express hearty thanks to our Secretary, the Rev. Canon 
Charles M. Guilbert; his competent assistants, the Rev. Messrs. Rob- 
ert E. Holzhammer and Herbert Barsale, Mrs. Clifford L. Samuelson, 
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Mrs. Josiah Collins, their several secretaries and mimeographers; for 
ete accurate records and aiding and abetting our voluminous formal 
work, 


Resolution adopted 
3. St. Paul’s Church. 


Resolved, That the House of Deputies of this Sixty-Second General 
Convention express to the Rev. John Lockerby, Rector of St. Paul’s 
Church, Seattle, and to all the staff of St. Paul’s, its deep gratitude for 
the many courtesies and facilities extended by the parish to this Con- 
vention, especially for the Eucharists and noonday services held within 
its hospitable walls. 


Resolution adopted 
4. The Chaplain. 


Resolved, That the House of Deputies of this Sixty-Second General 
Convention hereby testify to its deep gratitude for the thoughtful and 
moving ministry of our Chaplain, the Very Rev. Robert F. Capon of 
the Diocese of Long Island. 


Resolution adopted 
5. St. Mark’s Cathedral. 


Resolved, That the House of Deputies of this Sixty-Second General 
Convention express profound appreciation to the Very Rev. John C. 
Leffler, his assistants, the Cathedral Chapter and Vestry of St. Mark’s, 
the organist-choirmaster, Mr. Peter Hallock, and the remaining members 
of the Cathedral staff, for their numerous courtesies and for the use of 
the Cathedral facilities through the Convention. 

Resolution adopted 


6. Visitors Bureau and Chamber of Commerce. 


Resolved, That the House of Deputies of this Sixty-Second General 
Convention convey its thanks to the Seattle Visitors Bureau and the 
Chamber of Commerce for their energetic help in the planning and 
execution of this Convention. 

Resolution adopted 


7. Seattle Symphony. 


Resolved, That the House of Deputies of this Sixty-Second General 
Convention extend its gratitude and appreciation to the Seattle Sym- 
phony Orchestra, to its conductor, Milton Katims, and to the people of 
the Diocese of Olympia who sponsored its concert, for striking a high 
note of hospitality and enjoyment on the occasion of the Presiding 
Bishop’s Evening. ‘ 

Resolution adopted 


8. The “Pusey Committee”. 


Resolved, That the House of Deputies of this Sixty-Second General 
Convention, particularly in view of the generally critical situation of 
theological education in the United States, express its deep appreciation 
of the trail-blazing work of the Special Committee on Theological 
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Education, led by Dr. Nathan Pusey, President of Harvard University, 
with special assistance from the Rev. Dr. Charles Taylor, long the 
Executive Director of the American Association of Theological Schools, 
in preparing a Report that has made a significant contribution to this 
vitally important subject. } 
Resolution adopted 


9. City Officials. 


Resolved, That the House of Deputies of this Sixty-Second General 
Convention express thanks to Mayor Dorman Braman, to the city offi- 
cials, and to the Seattle Center officials, for their hospitality and help, 
for the use of the Seattle Center, and for the fine weather during this 
Convention. 


Resolution adopted 
10. Pressroom 


Resolved, That the House of Deputies of this Sixty-Second General 
Convention express thanks to Donald Bolles, Press Information Officer, 
and his equally hard-working pressroom corps, for keeping the world 
alert to our activities through every possible form of communications, 
from newspapers to television. 


Resolution adopted 
11. Convention Committee. 


Resolved, That the House of Deputies of this Sixty-Second General 
Convention express its thanks and gratitude to the Rt. Rev. Ivol Ira 
Curtis, Bishop of Olympia; the Very Rev. John C. Leffler, Honorary 
Chairman; Mr. Willard R. Yeakel, General Chairman; the Rev. Lincoln 
Paul Eng, Convention Manager; Mr. W. Robinson Weiss, Assistant 
Manager; and more than one-thousand diligent volunteers from the 
Diocese of Olympia for their far-sighted planning, untiring patience and 
cordial hospitality, which has done so much to make this Convention 
so memorable for so many of us. 


Resolution adopted 
12. Daily Newspapers. 


Resolved, That the House of Deputies of this Sixty-Second General 
Convention, having taken due note of the excellent quantity—and qual- 
ity—of the reporting of this Convention in the two Seattle daily news- 
papers, express its appreciation to the Seattle Post-Intelligencer and its 
Church Editor, Ed. Mitchell, and to the Seattle Times and its Church 
Editor, Lane Smith. 


Resolution adopted 
13. Data-Processing. 


Resolved, That the House of Deputies of this Sixty-Second General 
Convention, realizing how far the world has moved into the electronic 
age and how valiantly we ourselves have striven to keep abreast of the 
varied and perplexing challenges posed by the world, duly, but somewhat 


dazedly, express appreciation to our computer for all its clicking and 
calculating aid to us. 


Resolution adopted 
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14, Religious Leaders of Community. 


Resolved, That the House of Deputies of this Sixty-Second General 
Convention, in our happy recognition of the steady growth in ecumenical 
spirit, express Our warm appreciation to all the participants from other 
faiths at the great Ecumenical Service in the Seattle Coliseum, par- 
ticularly to Roman Catholic Archbishop Thomas A. Connally, Orthodox 
Bishop Gregory Udicky, Methodist Bishop Everett Palmer, Rabbi 
Raphael H. Levine of Temple de Hirsch, Seattle, and the Rev. Dr. 
ines Petersen, Executive Minister of the Greater Seattle Council of 

urches. 


Resolution adopted 
15. Hon. Thurgood Marshall (Seconded by the Diocese of New York). 


Whereas, The Hon. Thurgood Marshall was a Deputy to the Sixty- 
First General Convention, and, though elected to the Sixty-Second, has 
been unable to attend because of the great increase in his responsibilities 
by reason of his appointment to the United States Supreme Court; and 


Whereas, He has been a devoted layman in his parish and Diocese, 
as well as exemplifying high qualities of Christian citizenship as a lawyer 
and in public service; therefore, be it 


Resolved, That this House convey its felicitations to Mr. Justice Mar- 
shall, knowing that he will continue to be a shining example, not merely 
for his fellow Americans, but for all mankind. 

Resolution adopted 


16. Howard T. Foulkes, LL.D. (Seconded by the Diocese of Milwaukee). 


Whereas, Howard T. Foulkes, LL.D., a longtime Chancellor of the 
Diocese of Milwaukee and Honorary Canon of its Cathedral, has served 
this House and several of its Committees wisely and faithfully for twelve 
of its Conventions; therefore, be it 


Resolved, That the House of Deputies of this Sixty-Second General 
Convention extend to Dr. Foulkes its compliments and its thanks for a 
job well done. 


Resolution adopted 


17. Rev. Canon Walter H. Stowe (Seconded by Mr. Cooper of New 
Jersey). 


Whereas, The Rev. Canon Walter H. Stowe has, with the passage of 
time, retired from active work in the Church; and 


Whereas, Canon Stowe has served in the work of the National Church 
for many years as its Historiographer, as President of the Church His- 
torical Society, and as a Deputy from the Diocese of New Jersey at 
twelve General Conventions, during which his devotion to duty, his 
well-reasoned advice, his widespread knowledge, and his other pertinent 
contributions, were of great aid; now, therefore, be it 


Resolved, That the House of Deputies of this Sixty-Second General 
Convention express to Canon Stowe its great joy for, and approval of, 
his faithful and dedicated contribution to the Church, both nationally 
and locally, and that the House extend to Canon Stowe and his most 
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excellent wife its hope, coupled with its prayers, for their long and 
happy life in a well-deserved retirement. ‘ 
Resolution adopted 


18. Officers of the House. 


Resolved, That the House of Deputies of this Sixty-Second General 
Convention express warm appreciation to the Very Rev. John C. Leffler, 
our Vice-President; the Very Rev. Donald R. Woodward, Chairman of 
our Committee on Dispatch of Business; Mr. Charles M. Crump, our 
parliamentarian; and to all their assistants, for a difficult task well done. 


Resolution adopted 
19. John Nicholas Brown (Seconded by the Diocese of Rhode Island). 


Whereas, John Nicholas Brown of Rhode Island, a long-time member 
on the Joint Commission on Ecumenical Relations, has served this 
House and several of its Committees wisely and faithfully for twelve 
of its Conventions; therefore, be it 


Resolved, That the House of Deputies of this Sixty-Second General 
Convention extend to Mr. Brown its compliments and its thanks for a 
job well done. 


Resolution adopted 
20. Clifford P. Morehouse (Seconded by the Diocese of New York). 


Whereas, The office of President of the House of Deputies is a most 
important and demanding office; and 


Whereas, For three consecutive terms Dr. Clifford P. Morehouse has 
filled this exacting post in such a brilliant fashion as to provide a well- 
nigh insuperable challenge to his successors; therefore, be it 


Resolved, That this House acknowledge its deep indebtedness and 
grateful appreciation to Dr. Morehouse for his firm but gentle leader- 
ship, his deep and expeditious knowledge of parliamentary procedures, 
his unfailing determination that all sides be heard, his wise appoint- 
ments to Committees, resulting from his long experience with and great 
knowledge of our Church, and for his untiring and unswerving attempts 
to lead this House in search of constructive and Christian progress. 


Resolution adopted 
Presentation to President and Vice-President 


On a question of personal privilege, the Rev. Mr. Coburn of 
Massachusetts and Mr. Crump of Tennessee, the President-elect and 
Vice-President-elect, presented Steuben glass vases to Mr. More- 
house and the Rev. Mr. Leffler. 


In making his presentation, the Rev. Mr. Coburn spoke as 
follows: 


This House wishes to express its thanksgiving to God for the ministry 
of Clifford P. Morehouse to this Church and House. Born and nurtured a 
child of the Church, he has dedicated his entire professional and personal 
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life to the well-being of this Church: He has served the Church in innu- 
merable ways, most notably as a Deputy to every General Convention 
since 1934 and as President of this House for three Conventions, 


On the biographical sheet made out by him for this Convention, in 
answer to the question of style of address, or title, he replied, “neat, not 
gaudy”. We know him also as firm, not rigid; gracious, not sentimental; 
pumorats) but no clown—a leader of men because he is a servant of 

od. 


He has now brought us to a new day when this Church is being re- 
newed by the Holy Spirit. Dr. Morehouse is in no small measure 
responsible for the presence of that Spirit. He knows the law which he 
has administered with justice and he knows his Lord whose Grace has 
been given to us when we reasoned together through him. 


So, Mr. President, we thank you and we thank God for you. We shall 
in this House recognize you as “Mr. Episcopalian” henceforth and world 
without end. Amen. 


In response, Mr. Morehouse revealed that the Rev. Mr. Coburn 
was observing his birthday on this day. 


The House greeted the Rev. Mr. Coburn with a birthday song. 


Pension Resolutions 


The Rev. Mr. Byfield, for the Committee on the Church Pension 
Fund, moved that the twenty-four remaining Resolutions (HD 101, 
PO2 9005 121 2123,1A24 1285143 155,187, 2010) 107 91.23.,.397, 
200, 122, 158, 117, 333, 335, 203, 362, 359, and 341), that had 
been referred to the said Committee, and which had not been re- 
ported out of Committee because of the pressure of time, be re- 
ferred to the Trustees of the Church Pension Fund for their 
consideration, 

Motion carried 


Completion of Business 


The Rev. Mr. Woodward of West Missouri, for the Committee 
on Dispatch of Business, moved that the House inform the House 
of Bishops that it has completed its business and stands ready to 
adjourn when final Messages are received from the House of 
Bishops. 

Motion carried 


Recess 


The Rev. Mr. Woodward of West Missouri moved that the House 
recess for the Concluding Eucharist and the Inauguration of its 
newly elected President and Vice-President, and that the House 
re-convene at 2:00 p.m. in the Opera House. 

Motion carried 
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The House recessed. 


The President called the House to order in. the Opera House, 
Seattle Center, at 2:00 p.m. : 


Certification of Deputies 


The Rev. Mr. Atkins, for the Committee on Elections, certified 
the following Deputies: 


Rev. Thomas W. Summers of Texas for Rev. Samuel N. Baxter. 
Rev. William Edwards of Southwestern Virginia for Rev. B. C. Reardon. 


Rev. Robert E. Holzhammer of Iowa for Rev. Joseph Gregori. 


Messages from the House of Bishops 


The Secretary reported the receipt of Messages from the House 
of Bishops, as follows: 


Message No. 200—Concur with House of Deputies No. 151. 
(See Part I1I—“Church Schools and Minority Groups”) 
Message No. 201—Concur with House of Deputies No. 152. 
(See Part III—“Non-Metropolitan Areas”) 

Message No. 202—Concur with House of Deputies No. 153. 
(See Part IIJ—‘‘North America—Regional Council’) 
Message No. 203—Concur with House of Deputies No. 154. 
(See Part IIJ—“Canons—Intention to Amend Canon 7’’) 
Message No. 204—Concur with House of Deputies No. 155. 
(See Part I1I—“General Theological Seminary Trustees”) 
Message No. 205—Concur with House of Deputies No. 156. 
(See Part I1I—“‘Labor Unions—Discrimination” ) 
Message No. 206—Concur with House of Deputies No. 157. 
(See Part I{I—“‘Pension Fund Trustees” ) 

Message No. 207—Concur with House of Deputies No. 158. 
(See Part III—“Poor, Participation of, in Poverty Programs” ) 
Message No. 208—Concur with House of Deputies No. 159. 


(See Part I1I—“Executive Council Members” ) 
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Message No. 209—Concur with House of Deputies No. 143. 
(See Part I1I—“Canon 4, Sec. 1”) 

Message No. 210—Concur with House of Deputies No. 163. 
(See Part I1I—“Renewal, Joint Commission”) 
Message No. 211—Concur with House of Deputies No. 164. 
(See Part II1I—“Community-Action Programs”) 
Message No. 213—Concur with House of Deputies No. 170. 


(See Part II1I—‘“Constitution—Amendments Proposed— 
Various Articles” ) 


Message No. 216—Concur with House of Deputies No. 161. 

Message No, 216A—Concur with House of Deputies No. 161C. 

Message No. 216B—Concur with House of Deputies No. 161D. 
(See Part I1]—‘‘General Convention Budget” ) 

Message No. 217—Concur with House of Deputies No, 162. 


(See Part I[I—“Constitution—Amendments Proposed— 
Art. I., Sec. 4’) 


Message No. 218—Concur with House of Deputies No. 165. 
(See Part IIJ—‘‘Canon 7, Sections 1 and 4”) 
Message No. 219—Concur with House of Deputies No. 167. 
(See Part I[I—‘‘Mutual Responsibility Commission” ) 
Message No. 220—Concur with House of Deputies No. 166. 
(See Part III—‘“‘Viet Nam”) 

Message No. 221—Concur with House of Deputies No. 172. 
(See Part III—‘‘Projects and Companion Dioceses”’) 
Message No. 222—Concur with House of Deputies No. 175. 
(See Part IIJ—“Evangelism Program”) 

Message No. 223—Concur with House of Deputies No. 176. 
(See Part III—“Hymnal Revision”’) 
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Message No. 224—Concur with House of Deputies No. 177. 
(See Part III—“Episcopalian—Members and Directors’) 
Message No. 225—Concur with House of Deputies No. 178. 
(See Part I1I—‘“Joint Rules of Order—Rule 4”) 
Message No. 226—Concur with House of Deputies No. 179. 
(See Part I1J—‘Joint Rules of Order—Rule 1”) 


Taxation of Church Property 


The Rev Mr. Pollard of Tennessee, for the Committee on Na- 
tional and International Problems, moved that this House concur 
with the House of Bishops in adopting the Resolution contained in 
its Message No. 139, which Resolution would express approval of 
the taxation of Church property which is income-producing. 

The House did not concur 


(See Part I1]—‘‘Taxation of Certain Church Property’’) 


International Year for Human Rights 


The Rev. Mr. Pollard of Tennessee presented Report + 17 of 
the Committee on National and International problems, and moved 
that this House concur with the House of Bishops in adopting the 
Resolution contained in its Message No. 140, on the subject of the 
observance of the Universal Year of Human Rights, as recom- 
mended by the General Assembly of the United Nations. 

The House did not concur 


(See Part I1I—“Human Rights—Universal Year’) 


Disciplinary Canons 


The Rev. Mr. Robertson of Northern Michigan reported for the 
Committee on Canons and recommended that this House concur 
with the House of Bishops and adopt the amendments dealing with 
clerical discipline as communicated in Messages Nos. 103 to 116 
and 126. 

The House did not concur 


It was moved and seconded— 


That in communicating to the House of Bishops the non-concurrence 
of this House with the foregoing Messages, it be made clear that the 
action was occasioned by the lateness of the hour and not because of 
this House’s opinion of the merit of the amendments; and that the 
House of Bishops be requested to have the proposed amendments printed 
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and distributed to the House of Deputies in advance of the Special 
General Convention of 1969, at which time they may be re-introduced. 


Motion carried 


The Committee on Canons requested that it be discharged from 
further consideration of HD 24 on the Partnership Plan, because 
that proposed system has already failed of adoption by this Con- 
vention; and from HD 364, a Resolution on the subject of the 
Suffragan Bishop for the Armed Forces sponsored by Mr. Hay of 
Pittsburgh, because the sponsor has withdrawn the proposal. 

Committee discharged 


The Rev. Mr. Robertson of Northern Michigan, on completing 
his Report for the Committee on Canons, deposited with the Sec- 
retary four matters on which the said Committee had had no 
opportunity to report, being House of Bishops Messages No. 10, 
No. 77, and No. 100, and HD 217. 


Duration of Future Conventions 


The Rev. Mr. Reed of Springfield, on a question of privilege of 
the House, moved— 

That this House recommend to those charged with arrangements for 
the next regular General Convention that a minimum of ten legislative 
days be allowed for the deliberations of the Convention. 

Because of the Special Order adopted concerning the introduction 
of Resolutions, the motion was ruled out of order and no action was 
taken thereon. 


Non-Stipendiary Clergymen 


The Rev. Mr. Byfield presented Report # 13 of the Committee 
on the Church Pension Fund, and moved that this House concur 
with the House of Bishops in adopting the Resolution contained in 
its Message No. 48 on the subject of the relationship of priests that 
are non-ecclesiastically employed to the pension system. 

The House concurred 


(See Part I1I—‘‘Worker-Priests and the Pension Fund’’) 


Messages from the House of Bishops 


The Secretary reported the receipt of final Messages from the 
House of Bishops, as follows: 


Message No. 227—-Concur with House of Deputies No. 89. 
(See Part I[II—‘“‘Canon 1, Sec. 6”) 
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Message No. 228—Concur with House of Deputies No. 168. 
(See Part III—‘‘Renewal Council’) 
Message No. 229—Concur with House of Deputies No. 169A. 
(See Part III—“Clergy Deployment, Joint Commission”) 
Message No. 230—Concur with House of Deputies No. 174. 
(See Part I1I—‘‘Non-Metropolitan Areas—Staff Officer’’) 
Message No. 231—Concur with House of Deputies No. 182. 


(See Part I1J—“Constitution and Canons—Proposed 
Amendments” ) 


Message No. 232—Concur with House of Deputies No. 184. 
(See Part III—“Boy Scout Movement”’) 
Message No. 233—Concur with House of Deputies No. 188. 
(See Part I{I—“‘Conscientious Objection’’) 
Message No. 234—Concur with House of Deputies No. 189. 
(See Part I1]—‘“Church School Missionary Offering”) 
Message No. 235—Non-concur with House of Deputies No. 183. 
(See Part III “Canons—Proposed Re-numbering”’) 

Message No. 237—-Concur with House of Deputies No. 180. 
(See Part IIJ—“Canon 4, Sec. 9”’) 

Message No. 238—Concur with House of Deputies No. 91. 
(See Part III—“Canon 2, Sec. 5’’) 


Message No. 239—-Non-concur with House of Deputies No. 169. 


(See Part I1I—“Canons—Proposed Canon, 
‘On Metropolitan Councils’ ’’) 


Message No. 240—Concur with House of Deputies No. 171. 
(See Part I1I—‘“Mutual Responsibility Commission’) 


Message No. 236—House of Bishops has finished its business. 
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Adjournment 


The Rev. Mr. Woodward of West Missouri, for the Committee 
on Dispatch of Business, moved that the House of Deputies, having 
completed its business, do now adjourn. 

Motion carried 


The House of Deputies adjourned sine die at 2:55 p.m. on 
Wednesday, September 27, 1967. 


CLIFFORD P. MOREHOUSE 
President 
CHARLES M. GUILBERT 


Secretary 
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JOINT SESSIONS OF THE HOUSE OF BISHOPS 
AND THE HOUSE OF DEPUTIES 


a. awe gunn ot 
Plan for the Joint Sessions, September 18, 19, and 22, 1967 


In the House of Deputies, on the First Day, the Rev. Mr. Wood- 
ward of West Missouri, for the Committee on Dispatch of Business, 
moved the following Resolution: 


Resolved, the House of Bishops concurring, That the following Joint 
Sessions be held: 


1. Monday, September 18, 1967, at 8:00 p.m., in the Opera House, 
for the purpose of hearing a presentation of the Report of the 
Mutual Responsibility Commission; 

2. Tuesday, September 19, 1967, at 8:00 p.m., in the Chamber of 
the House of Deputies, for the purpose of hearing a presentation 
of the Program of the Church, as developed by the Executive 
Council; the program under the auspices of the Joint Committee 
on Program and Budget; 

3. Friday, September 22, 1967, at 8:00 p.m. in the Chamber of the 
House of Deputies, for the purpose of hearing the Final Report of 
the Joint Committee on Program and Budget, together with the 
details of Resolutions to be presented for action by the two Houses 
in connection with the Budget and Program for the triennium; 


and be it further 


Resolved, The House of Bishops concurring, That at the Joint Sessions 
on Tuesday and Friday evenings, the privilege of the floor, with right to 
speak, be extended to all officers, Members, and Department Executives 
of the Executive Council; and be it further 


Resolved, The House of Bishops concurring, That all official Delegates 
to and Officers of the Triennial Meeting of the Women of the Church 
be invited to attend all three Joint Sessions, and that the same privilege 
of the floor be extended to them. 


Resolution adopted 
[Communicated to the House of Bishops by Message No. 2.] 


—$_______9 


The House of Bishops received Message No. 2 from the House 
of Deputies on the Second Day. 


The Bishop of Delaware, for the Committee on Dispatch of 
Business, moved that the House concur. 
The House concurred 
[Communicated to the House of Deputies by Message No. 18.] 
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On the Fifth Day, the Rev. Mr. Woodward of West Missouri, 
for the Committee on Dispatch of Business, reported the receipt 
of a communication from the Joint Committee on Program and 
Budget, informing the House of Deputies, that, as a result of the 
Joint Session on Tuesday evening and the series of public hearings 
conducted by the Joint Committee, there was no need for an addi- 
tional Joint Session to hear the Report of the Joint Committee, 
which Report had been printed and distributed in both Houses. 


The Rev. Mr. Woodward moved the following Resolution: 


Resolved, the House of Bishops concurring, That the Joint Session 
scheduled for Friday, September 22, 1967, at 8:00 p.m., to hear the 
Report of the Joint Committee on Program and Budget, be canceled. 

Resolution adopted 
[Communicated to the House of Bishops by Message No. 74.] 


ee oo 


The House of Bishops received Message No. 74 from the House 
of Deputies. 


The Bishop of Delaware moved that the House concur. 
The House concurred 
[Communicated to the House of Deputies by Message No. 101.] 


_—— eg ee 


Joint Session, Monday, September 17, 8:00 p.m. 


A Joint Session of the two Houses of the General Convention 
and the Triennial Meeting of the Women of the Church convened 
in the Opera House, Seattle Center, Seattle, Washington, on Mon- 
day, September 17, 1967, at 8:00 p.m. 


By pre-arrangement, the Presiding Bishop and the President of 
the House of Deputies, jointly, relinquished the chair to the Bishop 
of East Carolina, Chairman of the Mutual Responsibility Com- 
mission. 


An audio-visual presentation followed, with a voice narration 
read by Mr. John C. Goodbody, a member of the Commission, and 
filmed sequences dramatizing the changes that have taken place in 
the world in the past twenty years, which emphasize the urgency of 
a renewal of the Church if it is to minister to the world in these 
final decades of the Twentieth Century. To this renewal, the Pri- 
mates and Metropolitans of the Anglican Communion summoned 
the Church in the Toronto Manifesto of 1963, with the keynotes 
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of “Mutual Responsibility and Inter-dependence in the Body of 
Christ”. : 


The embodiment of Anglican mutuality and an instrument of 
its inter-dependence, the Anglican Executive Officer, the Rt. Rev. 
Ralph Dean, Bishop of Cariboo, was introduced, to portray his 
role. Bishop Dean did so in terms of a series of vignettes of an 
imaginary journey from London, to Rome, to Melanesia, to Japan, 
and to Ceylon, illustrating the variety which is Anglicanism and 
the imperative need. for a “more integrated pattern of Anglican 
consultation” and action. 


The Executive Officer of the Mutual Responsibility Commission, 
Walker Taylor, Jr., of East Carolina, and the Vice-Chairman of the 
Commission, Mrs. Harold Sorg, then proceeded to develop the twin 
themes of the Commission: Renewal and Mission, which have led 
the Commission to radical thinking in the area of the Church’s 
structure, with a view to enabling it to perform the task it is called 
upon to perform. 


The Rev. David R. Thornberry, of Ohio, in a dialogue with a 
“typical inquirer”, the Rev. Robert H. Cochrane of Utah, set forth 
the rationale for, and the specifics of, a series of proposals the 
Commission planned to submit to the General Convention, dealing 
with the structure of, and the relationships between, the General 
Convention itself, the Executive Council, and the Presiding Bishop. 


Bishop Wright closed the program with a peroration, led the 
assembly in the recitation of the Mutual Responsibility Prayer of 
the Anglican Church of Canada and the Collect for Purity, and 
dismissed it with a Benediction at 9:15 p.m. 


Joint Session, Tuesday, September 18, 1967 


This being the day and hour set by concurrent Resolution of the 
General Convention, the members of the House of Bishops, the 
Deputies, and the Delegates to the Triennial Meeting of the Women 
of the Church, assembled in the chamber of the House of Deputies 
at 8:00 p.m. on Tuesday, September 18, 1967, with the Presiding 
Bishop in the chair. 


Bishop Hines called on the Bishop of Olympia, the Rt. Rey. 
Ivol Ira Curtis, to introduce distinguished guests of the General 
Convention. 


Bishop Curtis introduced the Hon. Daniel J. Evans, Governor 
of the State of Washington, and the Hon. J. D. Braman, Mayor of 
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the City of Seattle. Each of the honorable gentlemen addressed 
a Sc enae: briefly, welcoming the General Convention to the City 
and State. 


The Presiding Bishop then presented Clifford P. Morehouse, 
LL.D., and Mrs. Seaton G. Bailey, the presiding officers, respec- 
tively, of the House of Deputies and of the Triennial Meeting. Dr. 
Morehouse and Mrs. Bailey joined the Presiding Bishop on the 
platform. 


Finally, the Presiding Bishop introduced the Bishop of Bethle- 
hem, the Rt. Rev. Frederick J. Warnecke, Chairman of the Joint 
Committee on Program and Budget, who, in turn, introduced the 
members of the Committee. The Members of the Committee took 
chairs on the platform that had been provided for them. 


Bishop Warnecke announced that this Joint Session would be 
given a preliminary over-all view of the Program of the Church, 
the budgetary details of which were not yet fixed. He announced, 
also, a public hearing to be held on Wednesday, September 19, and 
an additional Joint Session on Friday, September 21, at which the 
detailed proposals of the Committee would be presented. 


Bishop Warnecke then described the quite-new method that had 
been used by the Executive Council, at the suggestion of the Joint 
Committee on Program and Budget, in developing the program of 
the Church for the coming triennium. The process began, he said, 
by isolating the broad strategic objectives of the Church in re- 
sponse to its Mission and considering how they might be achieved. 
This was followed by the assignment of priorities among the objec- 
tives and an attempt to arrive at precise dollar-costs. He stated that 
the program throughout makes provision for constant evaluation. 


In general, the program proposes the following objectives: 


Full involvement in the urban crisis. 

Aid in the establishment of self-governing indigenous Churches 
overseas. 

Work for the relief of human suffering. 

Renewal of the Church—including Theological Education. 

Ecumenical co-operation. 


The current operating budget of the National Church, Bishop 
Warnecke said, was $13,200,000.00. The proposed program of the 
Executive Council, including $565,000.00 for the urban crisis, and 
$400,000.00 for the program-aspects of the work of Joint Commit- 
tees and Joint Commissions, would amount to $18,500,000.00. 
The Joint Committee on Program and Budget was prepared to 
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recommend a 1968 budget of $14,000,000.00, of which $1,900,- 
000.00 would be for the urban program. Such a budget would re- 
quire an increase of 11% in pledges from the Church. 


Finally, Bishop Warnecke introduced Mr. Houston Wilson of 
Delaware, Vice-Chairman of the Committee, who explained the 
categories in which the program would be presented, being the 
following: 


To strengthen 
To understand 
To act effectively. 


After a benediction by the Presiding Bishop, the Joint Session 
was adjourned at 9:15 p.m. 
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An Open Letter to the Presiding Bishop 


(Adopted by both Houses as a response to the Presiding Bishop’s 
Call to the Church. See action, below, under that heading. ) 


Right Reverend and Dear Sir: 


The important thing to make clear is that your challenge to this 
Church demands a double response. It requires external actions and 
internal changes. The external actions, aimed at human renewal in 
the urban crisis, may cost this Church about three-million dollars. 
The internal changes, reflecting renewal of the Church in this 
“moment of passing grace”, will cost much more—and not only in 
dollars. 


It is our conviction, as we know it is yours, that the internal 
change and the external action are inseparable. The two must pro- 
ceed together, or neither will go far. They authenticate and enhance 
each other. Three-million dollars from us alone will not radically 
change the ghetto. The question is: can the giving of it, and the 
understanding of the necessity for giving it, change our Church? 
If it helps, but not seriously alters, the ghetto, and cheaply assuages, 
yet not radically renews, our Church, then we would do better to 
go back to “business as usual”, and forget the three million al- 
together. 


Indeed, if your bold and imaginative proposal leads to similar 
action on the part of the total religious community, this in turn 
stimulating further action both private and governmental, the be- 
ginning of the solution to the problem of the ghetto may now be 
in sight. 


In the context of that conviction, we offer these statements of 
response and recommendation—to you, but for the whole of our 
Church. 
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1. We affirm with you that, in this nation, constructive response 
to all dimensions of the urban crisis is now indeed a first priority- 
imperative for our Church. 


2. We state the policy of our Church that the focus of our out- 
ward response is to be on enabling the poor, especially the ghetto- 
poor, to gain an effective voice and visible presence in the deci- 
sions which affect their own lives. Not alone for the deprived, but 
also for the nation’s health, we want to see people who live in 
ghettos set, pursue, and achieve their own goals. And we want 
Episcopal-Church money invested to make this process work. 


3. We recommend wide study and thorough understanding, 
throughout this Church, of the procedures and criteria for granting 
funds to community-organizations. It is especially important to ex- 
plain the requirements for reporting and auditing, the emphasis 
placed on competence and training of organization-leadership, the 
provisions for evaluation of performance in relation to stated pur- 
poses, the nature of such agencies as the Inter-Religious Founda- 
tion for Community Organization, and the availability of grants to 
Dioceses for organizational work in rural as well as urban areas. 


4. At least as important as the above, however, is thorough 
understanding of the new and crucial principle that we should 
budget some of our money for others to spend on priorities they 
themselves have set. We hold that this central policy, more than 
the relatively small amounts involved, is of the essence of our re- 
sponse to urban crisis. We have confidence in the capacity of rich 
and poor alike to practice the art of self-government. We under- 
line our agreement with you that Episcopal enabling money for 
community-organization should be “under the control of those who 
are largely both black and poor”. We who are largely neither 
black nor poor must responsibly make that mean what it says. 


5. We emphasize, also, that the policy of working in mutuality 
and inter-dependence with other Churches and with secular agencies 
is essential to our own renewal and response. We therefore com- 
mend and endorse Episcopal participation in such national group- 
ings as Urban America and the Inter-Religious Foundation for 
Community Organization. This is an urgent aspect of the ecu- 
menism we embrace. We look for further leadership from you 
and the Executive Council in this area, and we ask for diocesan 
initiative in the same style for local and metropolitan communities. 


6. We think it important to state unequivocally that enabling 
organization among the ghetto-poor is not a substitute for, but a 
needed tactic toward, full integration and a genuinely open 
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American society. Multi-racial community at every level, not 
separatism, is our goal. We are realists, however, about inter-group 
power-relationships. We know that the “have-nots” must share in 
the power of the “haves” before common community can be open 
to either. And if that means, as indeed it does, that some groups 
combine blackness and power instead of blackness and weakness, 
we have no objection. 


7. In recognizing the crisis and making our response, we re- 
affirm our condemnation of violent lawlessness in any form. Simi- 
larly, we condemn, in the putting down of violence, the use of force 
in excess of that reasonably required to do so. We hold that law 
and justice are not the enemies of freedom; but, rather, are essential 
to its realization. With full insistence on respect for the law, how- 
ever, we must, at the same time, seek to understand the reasons 
for disrespect for it wherever it occurs, in our troubled cities and 
throughout our national life. 


8. We must state, further, with utmost clarity, that it is the 
just the poverty-pathology of ghetto-life, which we are committed to 
racist strain in American life, especially in Church life, and not 
eradicate. If every black poor man were sumptuously fed, clothed, 
housed, schooled, and employed, but still boxed in and shut out 
as one of a caste of “the colored”, both he and the white man 
might have gained the world but lost their lives. We insist that the 
leverage of our new priority-program must be a leverage which 
also moves us. Their effectiveness must therefore be measured in 
part by such questions as 


* Is there a significant increase in the number of Negroes serving 
as decision-making executives and on policy-setting councils 
of our Church? 


-Is there a significant increase in the number of our parishes 
which are inclusive in fact as well as in theory? 


* Is there a significant increase in the number of Episcopalians 
whose communities of work, residence, education, and leisure 
are inter-racial? 


- Are we making aggressive efforts to recruit and educate the 
youth of minority-groups for Holy Orders and other forms of 
professional Church service? 


*Is the House of Bishops’ recent call for non-discriminatory 
clergy-placement reflected in a significant increase of Negro 
clergymen serving outside of predominantly Negro parishes 
and institutions? 


306 CONCURRENT ACTIONS [1967 


- Is the criterion of “professional qualification” for employment 
in the Church increasingly satisfied by our own programs of 
on-the-job training, and do such programs in fact effectively 
exist? 


- Are programs to involve Church people personally with those 
most deprived being adopted and implemented at diocesan 
and parochial levels? 


- Are procedures developed whereby the poor may speak for 
themselves in policy-setting and decision-making bodies of our 
Church? 


9. In order for our Church to practice “the use of political and 
economic power to support justice and self-determination for all 
men”, we also ask our Dioceses, as well as their parishes and agen- 
cies, to re-examine their criteria for investing and spending Epis- 
copal-Church funds. We recommend the application of these monies 
for such purposes as 


* Multiplying opportunities for employment and training for 
those now, de facto, barred from jobs. 


‘Influencing employment-policies and job-promotion policies 
of employers and labor unions. 


* Increasing the supply of low-cost housing and a range of 
choice in inter-racial housing. 


10. We further ask that in every Diocese, as well as nationally, 
there should be programs enlisting, supporting, and offering direct, 
individual, lay-involvement in renewal of the community through 
such means as 


* Capital investment to stimulate jobs and income in the ghettos. 


* Provision of low-cost mortgages and other credit-arrange- 
ments. 


* Offers of technical or professional services to organizations of 
the poor. 


* Investment for low-rent or low-cost housing. 
* Development of other means of self-help among the poor. 


11. Finally, we remind you and our whole Church of the great 
internal need for clear and continuing interpretation of these 
policies, and especially of the fundamental issues underlying them. 
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Our deepest concern is that the response of our Church in this 
time be not words alone, but deeds. Therefore, our final recom- 
mendation is crucial: that through your office and the Executive 
Council there be obtained an objective review of Episcopal-Church 
progress toward the goals of external action and internal change 
which you have outlined. 


We are grateful to you for the forthrightness with which you 
have challenged us. We are grateful to God for the opportunities 
which He lays upon us. 


Abortion-Law Reform 
House of Bishops—Fourth Day 


The Suffragan Bishop of Washington, for the Committee on 
Memorials and Petitions, moved the adoption of a Memorial from 
the Diocese of Long Island on the subject of the reform of laws 
dealing with abortion. 


The Bishop of Albany moved to delete the third paragraph of 
the preamble, reading as follows: 


“Whereas, The sanctity of human life is of paramount concern in 
Christian theology and teaching, and, although there are strong differ- 
ences in belief about the point at which human life does, in fact, begin, 
there are considerations that may indicate that a pregnancy should be 
terminated for the sake of the mother, or the child that might be born, 
or both;”, 


and the substitution therefor of the following: 


“Whereas, While we condemn abortions of convenience for the fol- 
lowing reasons: 


Because the birth of a child would be inconvenient or socially em- 
barrassing, 

Because the child was conceived out of wedlock, 

Because the mother is under fifteen, 

Because the pregnancy might prove difficult, or 

Because the family cannot afford a baby, 


we believe that there are considerations that may indicate that a preg- 
nancy should be terminated for the sake of the mother, or the child 
that might be born, or both;” 

Amendment adopted 


The Resolution, as amended, was put to a vote as follows: 
Whereas, Abortion-law reform has become, or will become, a legisla- 


tive issue in virtually all of the fifty States, inevitably raising questions 
on which the guidance of the Church is sought; and 
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Whereas, Several Dioceses of the Episcopal Church have joined legal, 
medical, civic, social-welfare, and other religious groups, both Christian 
and Jewish, in urging that State laws governing abortion be amended 
along lines recommended by the American Law Institute; and 


Whereas, While we condoms abortions of convenience for the fol- 
lowing reasons: 


Because of the birth of a child would be inconvenient or socially em- 
barrassing, 

Because the child was conceived out of wedlock, 

Because the mother is under fifteen, 

Because the pregnancy might prove difficult, or 

Because the family cannot afford a baby, 


we believe that there are considerations that may indicate that a preg- 
nancy should be terminated for the sake of the mother, or the child 
that might be born, or both; therefore, be it 


Resolved, the House of Deputies concurring, That the Sixty-Second 
General Convention of the Church adopt a Resolution supporting 
abortion-law reform, to permit the termination of pregnancy, where the 
decision to terminate has been arrived at with proper safeguards against 
abuse, and where it has been clearly established that the physical or 
mental health of the mother is threatened seriously, or where there is 
substantial reason to believe that the child would be born badly de- 
formed in mind or body, or where the pregnancy has resulted from rape 
or incest. 


Resolution adopted 
[Communicated to the House of Deputies by Message No. 80.] 


rR 


House of Deputies—Fifth Day 


Message No. 80 from the House of Bishops was received in the 
House of Deputies and referred to the Committee on National and 
International Problems. 


House of Deputies—Eighth Day 


The said Committee reported and recommended that the House 
concur with the House of Bishops, with Amendments, the amend- 
ments taking the form of the following Substitute Resolution: 


Whereas, Several Dioceses of the Episcopal Church have joined with 
civic, social, and welfare groups in urging that State laws governing 
abortion be amended along the lines recommended by the American 
Law Institute and the American Medical Association; therefore be it 


Resolved, the House of Deputies concurring, That the Sixty-Second 
General Convention of the Church support abortion-law reform, to 
permit the termination of pregnancy, where the decision to terminate 
has been arrived at with proper safeguards against abuse, and where it 
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has been clearly established that the physical health of the mother is 
threatened seriously, or where there is substantial reason to believe that 
the child would be born badly deformed in mind or body, or where 
pregnancy has resulted from forcible rape or incest. 

The House concurred, with Amendments 


(384 aye—189 no) 
[Communicated to the House of Bishops by Message No. 150.] 





—_ 


House of Bishops—Ninth Day 


The Bishop of Delaware moved that the House concur with the 
House of Deputies in adopting the Substitute Resolution contained 
in its Message No. 150. 

The House concurred 

[Communicated to the House of Deputies by Message No. 199.] 


Accounting Form, Standard 
House of Deputies—Second Day 


On the recommendation of the Committee on the State of the 
Church, the House adopted the following Resolution: 


Resolved, the House of Bishops concurring, That the Dioceses and 
Missionary Districts be urged to adopt for use within their respective 
jurisdictions the uniform system of accounting procedures developed by 
the Department of Finance of the Executive Council, pursuant to 
Canon 4, Section 6 (e). 


[Communicated to the House of Bishops by Message No. 14.] 





—_—_ 


House of Bishops—Third Day 


The House of Bishops received Message No. 14 from the House 
of Deputies. 


The Bishop of Florida moved that the House concur. 
The House concurred 
[Communicated to the House of Deputies by Message No. 51.] 
Alcoholics—Rehabilitation 
House of Deputies—Eighth Day 


The Rev. Mr. Mollegen of Virginia, for the Committee on 
Christian Social Relations, presented Report # 14 of the Committee, 
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in respect of HD 336, a Resolution sponsored by the Rev. Mr. 
DuTeil of Honolulu, on the subject of civil de-toxification proce- 
dures for the rehabilitation of alcoholics. 


The Rev. Mr. Mollegen moved the following Resolution: 


Whereas, The American Medical Association has identified alcoholism 
as an “illness” and as a major “public health problem”; and 


Whereas, The President’s Crime Commission has recommended that 
“drunkenness should not in itself be a criminal offense”, although “dis- 
orderly and other criminal conduct should remain punishable as separate 
crimes”; and the said Commission has urged further that the implemen- 
tation of its recommendations will require “the development of adequate 
civil de-toxification procedures”; therefore, be it 


Resolved, the House of Bishops concurring, That this Sixty-Second 
General Convention urge all Church members in every congregation to 
work for the development of adequate civil de-toxification procedures in 
their communities for the comprehensive treatment of alcoholics and 
for after-care resources. 

Resolution adopted 


[Communicated to the House of Bishops by Message No. 149.] 


House of Bishops—Ninth Day 
Message No. 149 from the House of Deputies was received. 


The Bishop of Oklahoma moved that the House concur. 
The House concurred 
[Communicated to the House of Deputies by Message No. 198.] 


Architecture and the Allied Arts 
House of Bishops—Eighth Day 


The Bishop Coadjutor of Ohio, for the Joint Committee on Com- 
mittees and Commissions, recommended, in respect of the Report 
of the Joint Commission on Church Architecture and the Allied 
Arts, that the said Joint Commission be continued; but that, in 
view of the income of the Joint Committee from royalties on the 
Church Flag and publications, there be no appropriation for its 
expenses. 


Bishop Burt moved the following Resolution: 


Resolved, the House of Deputies concurring, That the Joint Com- 
mission on Church Architecture and the Allied Arts be continued, but 
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that there be no appropriation therefor in the Budget of the General 
Convention. 


Resolution adopted 
[Communicated to the House of Deputies by Message No. 165.] 


SS  , —— 


House of Deputies—Eighth Day 


The House of Deputies received Message No. 165 from the 
House of Bishops, shortly after the receipt of Message No. 156. 
The latter Message had informed the House of Deputies that the 
Bishops had not concurred in the Resolution of the House of Depu- 
ties calling for the establishment, in the structure of the Executive 
Council, of a Division of Ecclesiastical Arts, which Division would 
have taken over the programmatic functions of the Joint Commis- 
sions on Church Music and Church Architecture. 


In the light of that non-concurrence, and the fact that no budget 
for Church Architecture was proposed, 
The House did not concur 
[Communicated to the House of Bishops by Message No. 127.] 


House of Deputies—Ninth Day 


The Treasurer of the General Convention, Mr. Kent of Long 
Island, on a question of the privilege of the House, moved that the 
House reconsider its action of the previous day. In support of his 
motion, Mr. Kent informed the House about the non-budgetary 
sources of income of the Joint Commission and called attention to 
the fact that there exists no other agency charged with carrying out 
the valuable functions performed by the Commission. 

Motion carried 


Mr. Kent then moved that the House of Deputies concur with 
the House of Bishops in adopting the Resolution contained in its 


Message No. 165. 
The House concurred 


[Communicated to the House of Bishops by Message No. 190.] 
Bishops—Consent to Election 


House of Deputies—Second Day 


The Rev. Mr. Smyth of North Carolina, Chairman, and Mr. 
Doak of Maine, Secretary, of the Committee on the Consecration 
of Bishops, presented Report + 2 of the Committee, as follows: 
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The Committee on the Consecration of Bishops met on September 18, 
1967, and, having received from the Diocese of Northern California all 
documents required by the Canons and finding them in order, on motion 
of Rev. Mr. Hughes of Quincy, seconded by Mr. Kauffman of Penn- 
sylvania, unanimously voted 


1. To recommend that this House adopt the following Resolution: 


Resolved, the House of Bishops concurring, That consent be given 
to the ordination and consecration of the Reverend Edward McNair, 
D.D., as Suffragan Bishop of the Diocese of Northern California. 


2. That notice of this consent, certified by the President and Secre- 
tary of this House, be sent to the House of Bishops, together with the 
testimonials presented to this House. 


Resolution adopted 


The Rev. Mr. Smyth and Mr. Doak then presented Report # 3 
of the Committee on the Consecration of Bishops, as follows: 


The Committee on the Consecration of Bishops met on September 18, 
1967, and, having received from the Diocese of Arkansas all documents 
required by the Canons and finding them in order, on motion of Mr. 
Newell of San Joaquin, seconded by the Rev. Mr. Bagby of Texas, 
unanimously voted 


1. To recommend that this House adopt the following Resolution: 


Resolved, the House of Bishops concurring, That consent be given 
to the ordination and consecration of the Very Reverend Christoph 
Keller, Junior, as Bishop Coadjutor of the Diocese of Arkansas. 


2. That notice of this consent, certified by the President and Secre- 
tary of this House, be sent to the House of Bishops, together with the 
testimonials presented to this House. 


Resolution adopted 
[Communicated to the House of Bishops by Messages No. 32 
and No. 32A, respectively. ] 


House of Bishops—Third Day 


Messages No. 32 and 32A from the House of Deputies were 
received. 


The Bishop of Delaware moved that the House concur. 
The House concurred 
[Communicated to the House of Deputies by Messages No. 46 
and No. 47.} 
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Blake, Eugene Carson 
House of Bishops—Third Day 


The Bishop of Milwaukee, for the Committee on Ecumenical 
Relations, moved the following Resolution: 


Resolved, The House of Deputies concurring, That the 62nd General 
Convention of The Episcopal Church, assembled in Seattle, Washington, 
September 17-27, 1967, send its warm greetings to the Reverend Dr. 
Eugene Carson Blake, General Secretary of the World Council of 
Churches, assure him of our prayers for the Council and for him per- 
sonally, and of our continued support and affection. 


Resolution adopted 
[Communicated to the House of Deputies by Message No. 61.] 


House of Deputies—Fourth Day 


Message No. 61 from the House of Bishops was read to the 
House. 


It was moved and seconded— 


That the House concur. 
The House concurred 
[Communicated to the House of Bishops by Message No. 64.] 


Boy Scout Movement 
House of Deputies—Ninth Day 


The Rev. Mr. Krumm of New York presented Report # 10 of 
the Committee on Christian Education, in respect of HD 311, a 
Resolution sponsored by Mr. Tellepsen of Texas on the subject of 
Scouting. 


The Rev. Mr. Krumm moved the following Resolution: 


Whereas, The Boy Scout Movement has for more than fifty years 
proved its usefulness in the physical, intellectual, moral, and spiritual 
training of the boys of America; and 


Whereas, A number of Church bodies, including several member- 
Churches of the Anglican Communion, officially recommend and en- 
courage the Boy Scout Movement in their congregations; therefore, be it 


Resolved, the House of Bishops concurring, That this Convention 
approve and recommend the use of the Boy Scout program in the 
parishes and missions of this Church; and be it further 
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Resolved, the House of Bishops concurring, That this Convention 
hereby urge a continued emphasis in this program upon its religious 
elements, including the priority of one’s duty to God and neighbor and 
of the obligations of worship and participation in the Church’s Sacra- 
ments; and be it further é 


Resolved, the House of Bishops concurring, That the Department of 
Christian Education be asked to continue to arrange for the circulation 
of appropriate informational material on the use of this program in 
parishes and missions. 


Resolution adopted 
[Communicated to the House of Bishops by Message No. 184.] 





~— 


House of Bishops—Ninth Day 
The Secretary read Message No. 184 from the House of Deputies. 


The Bishop of Michigan moved that the House concur. 
The House concurred 
[Communicated to the House of Deputies by Message No. 232.] 


Canon 1, Section 1(b) 
House of Deputies—Second Day 


Mr. Worsham of Dallas, for the Committee on Structure, moved 
that the House adopt HD 35, a Resolution proposed by the Joint 
Commission on the Structure of the General Convention and Prov- 
inces, which would amend Clause (b) of Section 1 of Canon 1 so 
as to limit the eligibility of persons chosen President and Vice- 
President of the House of Deputies to two full terms. 


Mr. Adams of California, for the Committee on Canons, reported 
that the said Committee approved of the Resolution in principle, 
but moved that it be amended, by increasing the eligibility to three 
consecutive terms. 

Amendment adopted 


The following Resolution, as now amended, was put to the vote 
of the House: 


Resolved, the House of Bishops concurring, That Clause (b) of Sec- 
tion 1 of Canon 1 be, and the same is hereby, amended, by inserting 
the following sentence after the period following the word “office” in 
the third from the last line: “No person elected President or Vice- 
President shall be eligible for more than three consecutive terms in each 
respective office.” 

Resolution adopted 
[Communicated to the House of Bishops by Message No. 20.] 
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House of Bishops—Third Day 


Upon receipt of Message No. 20 from the House of Deputies, it 
was referred, pursuant to the Canon, to the Committee on Canons. 


On the Third Day, the Bishop of the Dominican Republic, for 
the Committee on Canons, recommended concurrence. 


The Bishop of Delaware moved that the House concur. 
The House concurred 
[Communicated to the House of Deputies by Message No. 53.] 


Canon 1, new Section 2 
House of Deputies—Fifth Day 


Mr. Worsham of Dallas, for the Committee on Structure, recom- 
mended that the House adopt HD 49, a Resolution proposed by 
the Mutual Responsibility Commission that would amend Canon 1 
by enacting a new Section 2, providing canonically for the appoint- 
ment and regulation of Joint Committees and Joint Commissions 
of the General Convention. 


The Rev. Mr. Robertson of Northern Michigan, for the Com- 
mittee on Canons, reported that that Committee had received the 
proposed canonical legislation, had found it proper canonical form, 
and recommended its adoption. 


Mr. Worsham moved the following Resolution: 


Resolved, the House of Bishops concurring, That Canon 1 of the 
General Convention be, and the same is hereby, amended, by the 
addition of a new Section, to be numbered Section 2, the subsequent 
Sections to be re-numbered accordingly, which new Section shall read 
as follows: 


Sec. 2 (a). The General Convention, by concurrent Resolution, may 
establish Joint Committees and Joint Commissions, to which may be 
referred matters requiring interim consideration. The enabling Reso- . 
lution shall specify the size and composition of each such Committee 
or Commission. 

(b) A Joint Committee shall be composed of members of the two 
Houses; a Joint Commission may include clergymen and lay persons 
not members of the House of Deputies. 

(c) The Presiding Bishop shall appoint the episcopal members, 
and the President of the House of Deputies the lay and clerical mem- 
bers, of such Joint Committees and Joint Commissions as soon as 
practicable after the adjournment of the General Convention; one 
member of each Joint Commission to be appointed from the mem- 
bership of Executive Council to serve as liaison therewith. 

(d) The Presiding Bishop and the President of the House of Depu- 
ties shall be members ex officio of every Joint Committee and Joint 
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Commission, with the right, but no obligation, to attend meetings, 
and with seat and vote in the deliberations thereof, and shall receive 
their minutes and an annual report of their activities; Provided, that 
the said presiding officers may appoint personal .representatives to 
attend any meeting in their stead, but without vote. 

(e) Joint Committees and Joint Commissions shall report and make 
recommendations to the: General Convention next following upon 
their appointment, at the conclusion of which Convention they shall 
be deemed to have been discharged, unless specific action to the 
contrary be taken, or unless otherwise provided in these Canons. 


Resolution adopted 
[Communicated to the House of Bishops by Message No. 88.] 


—_ ———__—__ > 


House of Bishops—Sixth Day 


Upon receipt of Message No. 88 from the House of Deputies, it 
was referred to the Committee on Canons. 


House of Bishops—Seventh Day 


The Bishop of the Dominican Republic, for the Committee on 
Canons, moved that the House concur with the House of Deputies, 
but that the attention of that House be called to the fact that this 
action is in conflict with the Joint Rules of Order, previously 
adopted. (See “Joint Rules of Order—Rule 1”, below.) 

The House concurred 

[Communicated to the House of Deputies by Message No. 137.] 


Canon 1, new Sec. 3 (b) or (a)—Now Sec. 4 
House of Deputies—First Day 


The Rev. Mr. Robertson of Northern Michigan, for the Com- 
mittee on Canons, presented Report #4 thereof, recommending 
favorable action on HD 30, a Resolution proposed by the Joint 
Commission on the Structure of the General Convention and Prov- 
inces, that would amend Canon 1 by the enactment of a new Sec- 
tion 3 (b), requiring every jurisdiction to elect its Deputies to a 
General Convention in the year prior to the convening thereof. The 
Resolution carried a proviso that if a proposed Section 3 (a), 
providing for proportional representation in the House of Deputies 
were not to be adopted (and it was not adopted), the present 
Section would become Section 3 (a). 


Inasmuch as HD 30 had been referred, also, to the Committee 
on Structure, which Committee was not yet ready to report thereon, 
the Report of the Committee on Canons was put on the Calendar. 
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House of Deputies—Second Day 


Mr. Worsham of Dallas, for the Committee on Structure, pre- 
sented its Report #5, and moved the adoption of HD 30, as 
follows: 


Resolved, the House of Bishops concurring, That Canon 1 be amended 
by the insertion of a clause (b) in a new Section 3, to read as follows: 


(b). All jurisdictions of this Church entitled by the Constitution or 
Canons to choose Deputies to the General Convention shall be 
required to do so no later than the year preceding the year of the 
General Convention for which they are chosen. Deputies of jurisdic- 
tions failing so to elect may not be seated unless permitted by ruling 
of the Presiding Officer; 


and that the Sections which follow be re-numbered accordingly; 
Provided, however, that if Clause (a) of such new Section 3 of Canon 1, 
as proposed by the Commission, be not adopted, the above proposed 
Clause (b) shall be known as Clause (a). 


The favorable Report of the Committee on Canons was taken 
from the Calendar and received. 
Resolution adopted 
[Communicated to the House of Bishops by Message No. 22] 


- So 


House of Bishops—Third Day 


Message No. 22 of the House of Deputies was referred to the 
Committee on Canons. 


House of Bishops—Fifth Day 


The Bishop of the Dominican Republic, for the Committee on 
Canons, moved that the House concur with the House of Deputies 
in respect of Message No. 22. 

The House concurred 

[Communicated to the House of Deputies by Message No. 96.] 


Canon 1, Sec. 6 (Now Sec. 8) 
House of Deputies—Fifth Day 


Mr. Worsham of Dallas, for the Committee on Structure, recom- 
mended the adoption of HD 50, a Resolution proposed by the 
Mutual Responsibility Commission, having the effect of removing 
from the Canon a fixed dollar-ceiling for the assessment for the 
contingent expenses of the General Convention. 
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The Rev. Mr. Robertson of Northern Michigan reported the 
approval of the Committee on Canons. 


Mr. Worsham moved the following Resolution: : 


Resolved, the House of Bishops concurring, That Canon 1, Section 6, 
be, and the same is hereby, amended by striking the words, in the ninth 
line thereof, 

“not more than twenty-two dollars”, 
and substituting therefor the words, 

“a sum not greater than the diocesan levy established by the General 

Convention from time to time”. 


Resolution adopted 
[Communicated to the House of Bishops by Message No. 89.] 


House of Bishops—Sixth Day 


Message No. 89 of the House of Deputies was referred to the 
Committee on Canons. 


House of Bishops—Ninth Day 


The Bishop of the Dominican Republic, for the Committee on 
Canons, moved that the House concur. 
The House concurred 
[Communicated to the House of Deputies by Message No. 227.] 


Canon 2, Sec. 1 (Not Adopted) 
House of Deputies—Fifth Day 


Mr. Worsham of Dallas presented Report +14 of the Committee 
on Structure, recommending in principle HD 51, a Resolution 
proposed by the Mutual Responsibility Commission that would 
amend Canon 2, “Of the Presiding Bishop”, by repealing the 
former Section 1 and enacting a new Section, providing for the 
election of a Presiding Bishop in a Joint Executive Session of the 
two Houses. 


Mr. Worsham moved the Resolution in a form slightly amended 
by the Committee on Canons, as follows: 


Resolved, the House of Bishops concurring, That Canon 2, Section 1, 
be, and the same is hereby, repealed; and that a new Section 1 of Canon 
2 be enacted, to read as follows: 
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Section 1. Before a Presiding Bishop is elected, a Joint Nominating 
Committee shall be appointed, consisting of nine Bishops (one from 
each Province), together with four clerical and five lay members of 
the House of Deputies (one from each Province), the appointment of 
the Bishops to be made by the Presiding Bishop and the appointment 
of the clerical and lay members by the President of the House of 
Deputies, which Nominating Committee shall present to a Joint 
Executive Session of the two Houses of the General Convention the 
names of three members of the House of Bishops for consideration 
in the choice of such Presiding Bishop, and opportunity shall then 
be given for nominations from the floor; Provided, however, that 
nominations shall consist solely of the placing of names before the 
Convention; and, Provided, further, that if, after the third ballot, there 
is no election, the total combined number of individual votes for 
each nominee shall be computed, and only those three having the 
highest number of combined individual votes shall remain upon the 
ballot; and the balloting shall then continue until the election is 
completed. 


Consideration of the above Resolution was interrupted by the 
visit of the Archbishop of Canterbury. 


Consideration was resumed after the lunch recess. 
Resolution adopted 
[Communicated to the House of Bishops by Message No. 93.] 


House of Bishops—Seventh Day 


Message No. 93 from the House of Deputies was referred to the 
Committee on Canons. 


The Committee on Canons, the Bishop of the Dominican 
Republic reporting, recommended that the House do not concur, 
for the reason that the proposal presupposed an amendment of the 
Constitution not yet in force. 

The House did not concur 

[Communicated to the House of Deputies by Message No. 134.] 


Canon 2, Sec. 2 
House of Deputies—Fifth Day 


Mr. Worsham of Dallas presented Report #15 of the Committee 
on Structure, recommending the substance of HD 52, a Resolution 
proposed by the Mutual Responsibility Commission that would 
amend Canon 2, Section 2, so as to set the term of office of the 
Presiding Bishop at twelve years. 
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Mr. Worsham moved the following Resolution, as it had been 
amended by the Committee on Canons, as follows: 


Resolved, the House of Bishops concurring, That.Canon 2, Section 2, 
be, and the same is hereby, repealed; and that a new Section 2 of Canon 
2 be enacted, to read as follows: 


Sec. 2. The term of office of the Presiding Bishop, when elected 
according to the provisions of Article I., Section 3, of the: Constitu- 
tion, shall be twelve years, beginning twelve months after the close of 
the Convention at which he is elected, unless he shall attain the age of 
sixty-five years before his term shall have been completed; in that case 
he shall resign his office to the General Convention which occurs in or 
next after the year of his attaining such age. At that Convention his 
successor shall be elected, and shall assume office twelve months there- 
after, or immediately upon the death, retirement, or disability of the 
Presiding Bishop; except that when a Presiding Bishop has been elected 
by the House of Bishops to fill a vacancy, as provided for in the 
second paragraph of Article I., Section 3, of the Constitution, the 
Presiding Bishop so elected shall take office immediately. 

Resolution adopted 


[Communicated to the House of Bishops by Message No. 94.] 
2 


House of Bishops—Seventh Day 


Message No. 94 from the House of Deputies was referred to the 
Committee on Canons. 


The Bishop of the Dominican Republic, for the Committee on 
Canons, moved that the House concur. 
The House concurred 
[Communicated to the House of Deputies by Message No. 135.] 


Canon 2, Sec. 4 
House of Deputies—Fifth Day 


Mr. Worsham of Dallas presented Report +16 of the Committee 
on Structure, in respect of HD 53, a Resolution proposed by the 
Mutual Responsibility Commission that would amend Canon 2, 
“Of the Presiding Bishop”, at Section 4 thereof, to prescribe in more 
detail the status and duties of the said Presiding Bishop. 


Mr. Worsham moved the following Resolution, in the form 
recommended by the Committee on Canons in its Report #11: 


Resolved, the House of Bishops concurring, That Section 4 of Canon 
2 be, and the same is hereby, repealed; and that a new Section 4 be 
enacted, to read as follows: 
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Sec. 4 (a). The Presiding Bishop of the Church shall be the Chief 
Pastor thereof. As such he shall 

(1). Be charged with responsibility for giving leadership in initiat- 

ing and developing the policy and strategy of the Church; 

(2). Speak God’s word to the Church and to the world, as the 
representative of this Church and its episcopate in its corporate 
capacity: 

(3). Take order for the Consecration of Bishops, when duly 
elected; and, from time to time, assemble the Bishops of this Church 
to meet with him, either as the House of Bishops or as a Council of 
Bishops, and set the time and place of such meetings; 

(4). Preside over meetings of the House of Bishops; and, when the 
two Houses of the General Convention meet in Joint Session, have 
the right of presiding over such session, of calling for such Joint Ses- 
sion, of recommending legislation to either House and, upon due noti- 
fication, of appearing before and addressing the House of Deputies; 
and NOTE that, whenever he shall address the General Convention 
upon the state of the Church, it shall be incumbent upon both Houses 
thereof to consider and act upon any recommendations contained in 
such address; 

(5). Visit every Diocese and Missionary District of this Church for 
the purpose of 

(i), Holding pastoral consultations with the Bishop or Bishops 
thereof and, with their advice, with the lay and clerical leaders of 
the jurisdiction; 

(ii). Preaching the Word; and 

(iii). Celebrating the Sacrament of the Lord’s Supper. 

(b). The Presiding Bishop shall report annually to the Church, and 
he may, from time to time, issue Pastoral Letters in his own person. 

(c). The Presiding Bishop shall perform such other functions as shall 
be prescribed in these Canons. 

(d). There is constituted an Advisory Council to the Presiding Bishop, 
consisting of five Bishops, two Presbyters, and two Lay Persons, to be 
elected by the House of Deputies of the General Convention for a term 
of three years, upon nomination by the House of Bishops in consultation 
with the Presiding Bishop. Said Advisory Council shall meet on the call 
of the Presiding Bishop. 


The Rev. Mr. Smyth of North Carolina moved an amendment 


to Clause (d), to insert, after the words “Lay Persons”, the follow- 
ing words, 


“to be elected by the House of Deputies of the General Convention, to 
serve until the next General Convention,” 


The Rev. Mr. Gressle of Delaware moved, in amendment, that 
the whole of Clause (d) be stricken. 


Motion carried 
Mr. Shane of Kentucky moved that the words, “‘and Archbishop”, 


be inserted after the words “Chief Pastor” in the first sentence of 
Clause (a). 


Motion not carried 
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The Rev. Mr. Thornberry of Ohio, as the authorized represent- 
ative of the Mutual Responsibility Commission, accepted a proposed 
amendment to reduce the initial letters of “Chief. Pastor” to lower 
case. ; 


The entire deputation of the Diocese of Eau Claire called for a 
vote by orders and Dioceses. 


Four clerical deputations requested that they be polled, with the 
following results: 


Arizona 

Fowler—No Long—No 

Crawford—No Blackburn—Yes Vote: No 
Eau Claire 

Blumer—No Mooney—No 

Weise—No Hewetson—Yes Vote: No 
South Florida 

Reeyes—No Brown—No 

Folwell—No Zimmerman— Yes Vote: No 
Vermont 

Clayton—Yes Smith—Yes 

Wolf—No Kerr—Yes Vote: Yes 


Two lay deputations likewise requested that they be polled, with 
the following results: 


New York 

Morehouse— Yes Lawrence—Yes 

Oliver—No Welles—No Vote: Divided 
Springfield 

Winning—Yes Shafer—No 

MacMillan—Yes Burroughs—Yes Vote: Yes 


The Vote was announced as follows: 


Clerical: Ayes, 6634; Noes, 1244; Divided, 6. 
Lay: Ayes, 6444; Noes, 144%; Divided, 7. 

Resolution adopted 
[Communicated to the House of Bishops by Message No. 95.] 


ee ee 


House of Bishops—Seventh Day 


Message No. 95 from the House of Deputies was referred to the 
Committee on Canons. 


The Bishop of the Dominican Republic, for the Committee on 
Canons, moved that the House concur. 
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The Bishop of West Missouri moved that the Resolution be 
amended, at Clause (a), paragraph (5), sub-paragraph (i), by 
deleting the words, “with their advice”, and substituting therefor the 
following: 


“at their requests and with the advice and consent of the Standing 
Committee thereof” 


Motion not carried 


The previous question was moved. 
Motion not carried 


The Bishop of Long Island moved to amend Clause (a) para- 
graph (5) by substituting the word “the” for “every” and making 
“Diocese” and “Missionary District” into plurals. 

Motion carried 
(79 aye—39 no) 


The Bishop of Washington moved that the House reconsider its 
action, a motion requiring a two-thirds majority to prevail. 
Motion carried 


Bishop Sherman’s proposed amendment was again put to a vote. 
Motion not carried 


The Bishop of Delaware moved the original Question: 


“Shall this House concur in the action of the House of Deputies as 
communicated in their Message No. 95?” 
The House concurred 


[Communicated to the House of Deputies by Message No. 136.] 


Canon 2, Sec. 5 
House of Deputies—Sixth Day 


Mr. Worsham of Dallas presented Report #17 of the Committee 
on Structure, in respect of HD 54, a Resolution proposed by the 
Mutual Responsibility Commission that would provide for personal 
assistants for the Presiding Bishop. 


Mr. Worsham moved the following Resolution, as recommended 
by the Committee on Canons in its Report #11: 


Resolved, the House of Bishops concurring, That Canon 2 be, and 
the same is hereby, amended, in respect of Section 5 thereof, so that the 
same shall read as follows: 

Sec. 5. The stipend of the Presiding Bishop and such personal assist- 
ants as may be necessary during his term of office for the effective 
performance of his duties, and the necessary expenses thereof, shall 
be fixed by the General Convention and shall be provided for in the 
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budget to be submitted by the Treasurer, as provided in the Canon 
entitled, “Of the General Convention”. ‘ 
Resolution adopted 


[Communicated to the House of Bishops by Message No. 91.] 
ee 


House of Bishops—Sixth Day 


Message No. 91 from the House of Deputies was referred to the 
Committee on Canons. 


House of Bishops—Ninth Day 


The Bishop of the Dominican Republic, for the Committee on 
Canons, moved that the House concur. 
The House concurred 
[Communicated to the House of Deputies by Message No. 238.] 


Canon 4, Sec. 1 
House of Deputies—Eighth Day 


The Rev. Mr. Robertson of Northern Michigan presented Report 
+12 of the Committee on Canons, in respect of HD 55, a Resolu- 
tion proposed by the Mutual Responsibility Commission that would 
amend Canon 4, “Of the Executive Council”, by repealing the first 
Section and the first part of the first Clause of the second Section 
thereof, and enacting a new Section 1. 


The Rev. Mr. Robertson moved the following Resolution: 


Resolved, the House of Bishops concurring, That Canon 4 be, and 
the same is hereby, amended, by repealing Section 1 and the first para- 
graph of Section 2(a) thereof, and, in lieu therefor, enacting the follow- 
ing as Section 1, to wit: 


Section 1(a). There shall be an Executive Council, whose duty it 
shall be to carry out the program and policies adopted by the General 
Convention. The Executive Council shall have charge of the unifica- 
tion, development, and prosecution of the Missionary, Educational, 
and Social Work of the Church and of such other work as may be 
committed to it by the General Convention. 

(b). The Executive Council shall be accountable to the General 
Convention and shall render a full report concerning the work with 
which it is charged to each meeting of the said Convention. 

(c). The Executive Council shall be composed of twenty-four 
members elected by the General Convention, of whom six shall be 
Bishops, six shall be Presbyters, and twelve shall be Laymen (three 
Bishops, three Presbyters, and six Laymen to be elected by each regu- 
lar meeting of the General Convention); of members elected by the 
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Provincial Synods, each Synod having the right to elect one member 
at the last regular meeting prior to the regular meeting of the General 
Convention; and of six members to be nominated by the Triennial 
Meeting of the Women of the Church and elected by the General 
Convention at each regular meeting thereof. The Presiding Bishop, 
who shall be the Chairman; the President of the House of Deputies, 
who shall be the Vice-Chairman; and the Vice-Presidents (if there be 
One or more), the Secretary, and the Treasurer of the Executive 
Council shall be ex officio members thereof. 


Resolution adopted 
[Communicated to the House of Bishops by Message No. 143.] 


Mr. Worsham of Dallas moved the following Resolution: 


Resolved, the House of Bishops concurring, That the amendment of 
Canon 4 adopted by the House of Deputies and communicated to the 
House of Bishops by Message No. 143, become effective immediately 
upon concurrence by the House of Bishops. 

Resolution adopted 


[Communicated to the House of Bishops by Message No. 125.] 





House of Bishops—Ninth Day 


Messages No. 143 and No. 125 from the House of Deputies were 
referred to the Committee on Canons. 


The Bishop of the Dominican Republic, for the Committee on 
Canons, moved that the House concur with the Resolution contained 
in Message No. 143. 

The House concurred 

[Communicated to the House of Deputies by Message No. 209.] 


Bishop Kellogg then moved that the House concur with the 
Resolution contained in Message No. 125. 
The House concurred 
[Communicated to the House of Deputies by Message No. 192.] 


Canon 4, Sec. 9 
House of Bishops—Second Day 


The Bishop of the Dominican Republic, for the Committee on 
Canons, reported favorably in respect of a Memorial from the 
Executive Council petitioning for the amendment of Section 9 of 
Canon 4 to permit of the appointment, as Missionaries of this 
Church, of professionally qualified persons who are not communi- 
cants of this Church. 
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Bishop Kellogg moved the following Resolution: 


Resolved, the House of Deputies concurring, That Section 9 of Canon 
4 be, and the same is hereby amended, to read as follows: 

Sec. 9 (a). Ordained Ministers and lay Communicants of this 
Church, or of some Church in communion with this Church, in good 
standing, who qualify in accordance with the standards and procedures 
adopted from time to time by the Executive Council, shall be eligible 
for appointment as Missionaries of this Church. 

(b) Members in good standing of Churches not in communion 
with this Church, but otherwise qualified as above, may, at the re- 
quest of the Ecclesiastical Authority of the jurisdiction in which the 
requirement exists, be appointed Missionaries and assigned to posi- 
tions for which they are professionally prepared. The Ecclesiastical 
Authority of a jurisdiction may employ any qualified person for work 
in that jurisdiction. 

Resolution adopted 


[Communicated to the House of Deputies by Message No. 35.] 


House of Deputies—Second Day 


Message No. 35 from the House of Bishops was referred to the 
Committee on Canons and to the Committee on Missions. 


House of Deputies—Ninth Day 


The Rev. Mr. Crawford of Arizona presented Report +9 of the 
Committee on Missions, as follows: 


The Committee on Missions has carefully considered Message No. 35 
from the House of Bishops, and moves concurrence, with the following 
amendments: 

1. That the words “appointed Missionaries” be deleted from line 4 
of Section 9 (b) and the word “employed” be substituted therefor; 
and, further, 

2. That the period after the word “prepared” on line five of Section 
9 (b) be removed and a semicolon be used in its place, followed by 
the additional words, “and may receive the same stipend and other 
allowances as appointed Missionaries.” 


The Rev. Mr. Robertson of Northern Michigan, for the Com- 
mittee on Canons, reported that the said Committee ‘“‘approves, as 
to form, the suggested amendments made by the Committee on 
Missions”. 

The House concurred, with Amendments 

[Communicated to the House of Bishops by Message No. 180.] 
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House of Bishops—Ninth Day 


Message No. 180 from the House of Deputies was referred to 
the Committee on Canons. 


The Bishop of the Dominican Republic, for the Committee on 
Canons, moved that the House concur. 
The House concurred 
[Communicated to the House of Deputies by Message No. 237.] 


Canon 5, Sec. 1 
House of Deputies—First Day 


The Rev. Mr. Robertson of Northern Michigan presented 
Report #3 of the Committee on Canons, with regard to HD 27, a 
Resolution proposed by the ad interim Committee on the State of 
the Church, amending Canon 5, Sec. 1, as to the date by which 
Annual Parochial Reports are to be submitted. 


He moved the following Resolution: 


Resolved, The House of Bishops concurring, That Canon 5, Section 1, 
be, and the same is hereby, amended by adding to the second sentence 
thereof the words, “not later than March 1st”, so that the said sentence 
shall read, 

The Bishop or the Secretary, as the case may be, shall send the 
duplicate copy to the Executive Council not later than March Ist. 
Resolution adopted 


[Communicated to the House of Bishops by Message No. 9.] 


—_— 


House of Bishops—Second Day 


Message No. 9 from the House of Deputies was referred to the 
Committee on Canons. 


House of Bishops—Fifth Day 


The Bishop of the Dominican Republic, for the Committee on 
Canons, moved that the House concur. 
The House concurred 
[Communicated to the House of Deputies by Message No. 93.] 
Canon 5, New Sec. 2 
House of Deputies—First Day 


The Rev. Mr. Robertson of Northern Michigan, for the 
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Committee on Canons, reported favorably in respect of HD 28, a 
Resolution proposed by the ad interim Committee on the State 
of the Church, which called for the enactment of-a new Section of 
Canon 5 providing for Annual Diocesan Reports. 


He moved the following Resolution: 


Resolved, the House of Bishops concurring, That Canon 5 be amended 
by the adoption of a new Section, to be numbered Section 2; said Sec- 
tion to read as follows: 


Sec. 2. Likewise, a report of every Diocese and Missionary District, 
and of the Convocation of the American Churches in Europe, shall be 
prepared annually for the year ending December 31st preceding, upon 
the blank form prepared by the Executive Council and approved by 
the Committee on the State of the Church, and shall be sent, not later 
than February Ist, to the Executive Council. The report shall include 
statistical information concerning the parishes and missions of the 
Diocese or Missionary District, the clergy and other ministries, and the 
institutions in any way connected with said Diocese or Missionary 
District; together with the financial information required by Canon 4, 
Section 6 (e). 

Resolution adopted 


[Communicated to the House of Bishops by Message No. 10.] 





House of Bishops—Second Day 


Message No. 10 from the House of Deputies was referred to the 
Committee on Canons. 


House of Bishops—Fifth Day 


The Bishop of the Dominican Republic, for the Committee on 
Canons, moved that the House concur. 
The House concurred 
[Communicated to the House of Deputies by Message No. 94.] 


Canon 5, Sec. 2 (Now Sec. 3) 
House of Deputies—First Day 


The Rev. Mr. Robertson of Northern Michigan, for the Com- 
mittee on Canons, reported favorably with regard to HD 29, a 
Resolution proposed by the ad interim Committee on the State of 
the Church, which called for the re-numbering of Section 2 of Canon 
5 as Section 3, and the amendment of the said section in respect 
of the transmission of Diocesan Journals and other records to the 
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Secretary of the General Convention and the appointment of an 
ad interim Committee on the State of the Church. 


He moved the following Resolution: 


Resolved, the House of Bishops concurring, That Section 2 of Canon 
5 be re-numbered Section 3, and that the said Section be amended so as 
to read as follows: 


Sec. 3 (a). It shall be the duty of the Secretary of the Convention 
of every Diocese, and of the Convocation of every Missionary District 
and of the American Churches in Europe, to forward to the Secretary 
of the House of Deputies, immediately upon publication, five copies 
of the Journals of the Convention of the Diocese or of the Convoca- 
tion of the Missionary District or of the American Churches in Eu- 
rope, together with episcopal charges, statements, and such other 
papers as may show the state of the Church in his Diocese, or Mis- 
sionary District, or Convocation. 

(b). A Committee of the House of Deputies shall be appointed 
following the close of each General Convention to serve ad interim, 
and to prepare and present to the next meeting of the House of 
Deputies a report on the State of the Church; which report, when 
agreed to by the said House, shall be sent to the House of Bishops. 

Resolution adopted 


[Communicated to the House of Bishops by Message No. 11.] 
ee ae aes 


House of Bishops—Second Day 


Message No. 11 from the House of Deputies was referred to the 
Committee on Canons. 


House of Bishops—Fifth Day 


The Bishop of the Dominican Republic, for the Committee on 
Canons, moved that the House concur. 
The House concurred 
[Communicated to the House of Deputies by Message No. 95.] 


Canon 7, Secs. 1 and 4 
House of Deputies—Eighth Day 


The Rev. Mr. Robertson of Northern Michigan presented Report 
+£26 of the Committee on Canons and moved the following Reso- 
lution, which was recommended, also, by the Committee on the 
Church Pension Fund; to wit: 


Resolved, the House of Bishops concurring, That Section 1 of Canon 
7, “Of the Church Pension Fund”, be amended, by placing a comma 
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after the word “systems” in line 4 thereof, and adding the following 
words, “including life, accident, and health benefits,”; and be it further 


Resolved, the House of Bishops concurring, That Section 4 of the 
said Canon 7 be amended, by striking the figure “1958” and substituting 
therefor the figure “1967”. 

Resolution adopted 


[Communicated to the House of Bishops by Message No. 165.] 





House of Bishops—Ninth Day 


Message No. 165 from the House of Deputies was referred to 
the Committee on Canons. 


The Bishop of the Dominican Republic, for the Committee on 
Canons, recommended that the House concur. 


The Bishop of Newark, for the Trustees of the Church Pension 
Fund, moved that the House concur. 


The House concurred 
[Communicated to the House of Deputies by Message No. 218.] 


Canon 8, Sec. 1 
House of Bishops—Fifth Day 


At the request of the Committee on Overseas Missions, that 
Canon 8, “Of Provinces”, be amended to take account of the 
creation of the new Missionary Districts of Okinawa, Costa Rica, 
El Salvador, Guatemala, Honduras, and Nicaragua, and of other 
changes in Province IX, the Bishop of the Dominican Republic, for 
the Committee on Canons, moved the following Resolutions. 


1. Resolved, The House of Deputies concurring, That the next to last 
paragraph of Section 1 of Canon 8 be amended to read as follows: 


The Eighth Province shall consist of the Dioceses and Missionary 
Districts within the States of Idaho, Utah, Washington, Oregon, 
Nevada, California, Arizona, Alaska, and Hawaii, and the Missionary 
Districts of Okinawa, the Philippines, and Taiwan. 

Resolution adopted 
[Communicated to the House of Deputies by Message No. 98.] 


2. Resolved, the House of Deputies concurring, That the last para- 
graph of Section 1 of Canon 8 be amended, so as to read as follows: 


The Ninth Province shall consist of the Missionary Districts of 
Colombia, Costa Rica, the Dominican Republic, Ecuador, El 


1967] CANONS 331 


Salvador, Guatemala, Honduras, Mexico, Panama and the Canal Zone, 
Puerto Rico, and the Virgin Islands. 


Resolution adopted 
[Communicated to the House of Deputies by Message No. 99.] 





> 
House of Deputies—Fifth Day 


Messages No. 98 and No. 99 from the House of Bishops were 
referred to the Committee on Missions and the Committee on 
Canons. 


House of Deputies—Ninth Day 


The Rev. Mr. Crawford of Arizona, for the Committee on Mis- 
sions, and the Rev. Mr. Robertson of Northern Michigan, for the 
Committee on Canons, recommended that the House concur with 
the Resolutions contained in Messages No. 98 and No. 99 from the 
House of Bishops. 

The House concurred 

[Communicated to the House of Bishops by Messages No. 181 

and No. 173.] 


Canon 8, Sec. 7 
House of Deputies—Second Day 


The Rev. Mr. Robertson of Northern Michigan presented Report 
#£8 of the Committee on Canons, regarding HD 41, a Resolution 
proposed by the Joint Commission on the Structure of the General 
Convention and Provinces, which Resolution would amend Section 
7 of Canon 8, “Of Provinces’, to make the representation of juris- 
dictions in Provincial Synods a matter to be regulated by Provincial 
Ordinance. 


He moved the following Resolution: 


Resolved, the House of Bishops concurring, That Canon 8, Section 7, 
be, and the same is hereby, repealed; and that, in its place, a new Section 
7 be enacted, to read as follows: 


Sec. 7. Each Diocese and Missionary District within the Province 
shall be entitled to representation in the Provincial House of Depu- 
ties by Presbyters, canonically resident in the Diocese, and Lay 
Persons, communicants of this Church, having domicile in the Diocese, 
in such number as the Provincial Synod, by Ordinance, may provide. 
Each Diocese and Missionary District shall determine the manner in 
which its Deputies shall be chosen. 

Resolution adopted 
[Communicated to the House of Bishops by Message No. 27.] 
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House of Bishops—Second Day 


Message No. 27 from the House of Deputies was referred to the 
Committee on Canons. : 


House of Bishops—Fifth Day 


The Bishop of the Dominican Republic, for the Committee on 
Canons, moved that the House concur. 
The House concurred 
[Communicated to the House of Deputies by Message No. 97.] 


Canon 8, Sec. 9 
House of Deputies—Second Day 


The Rev. Mr. Robertson of Northern Michigan presented Report 
#7 of the Committee on Canons, regarding HD 40, a Resolution 
proposed by the Joint Commission on the Structure of the General 
Convention and Provinces, which Resolution would have the effect 
of amending Section 9 of Canon 8, “Of Provinces”, to deal with 
certain situations created by the withdrawal of Dioceses from rep- 
resentation in and support of their respective Provincial synods. 


He moved the following Resolution: 


Resolved, the House of Bishops concurring, That Canon 8, Section 9, 
be, and the same is hereby, amended, by inserting in the second sentence 
thereof, after the words, “If the Province shall provide the funds for 
such work, the constituent Dioceses and Missionary Districts”, the 
following, “then members of and supporting such Province”, so that the 
sentence shall read as follows: “If the Province shall provide the funds 
for such work, the constitutent Dioceses and Missionary Districts then 
members of and supporting such Province shall receive the proportional 
credit therefor upon the Quotas assigned to them for the support of the 
Program of the Church.” 

Resolution adopted 
[Communicated to the House of Bishops by Message No. 33.] 


House of Bishops—Fourth Day 


Message No. 33 from the House of Deputies was referred to the 
Committee on Canons. 


The Bishop of the Dominican Republic, for the Committee on 
Canons, recommended concurrence. 
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The Bishop of Arizona moved that the House concur. 
; The House concurred 
[Communicated to the House of Deputies by Message No. 64.] 


Canon 20 
House of Bishops—Second Day 


The Bishop Coadjutor of Louisiana, for the Committee on the 
Prayer Book, recommended favorable action on Resolution #8, as 
proposed in the Report of the Standing Liturgical Commission, 
which would amend Canon 20, “Of Translations. of the Bible”, so 
as to include the authorization of the recently published Jerusalem 
Bible for the Lessons at Morning and Evening Prayer. 


Bishop Noland moved the following Resolution: 


Resolved, the House of Deputies concurring, That Canon 20 be, and 
the same is hereby, amended, so that the same shall read, 


Canon 20 
Of Translations of the Bible 


The Lessons at Morning and Evening Prayer shall be read from the 
Holy Scriptures, commonly known as the King James or Authorized 
Version (which is the Standard Bible of this Church), together with the 
Marginal Readings authorized for use by the General Convention of 
1901; or from one of the three translations known as Revised Versions, 
including the English Revision of 1881, the American Revision of 1901, 
and the Revised Standard Version of 1952; or from the New English 
Bible, New Testament, of 1961; or from the Jerusalem Bible of 1966. 

Resolution adopted 


[Communicated to the House of Deputies by Message No. 28.] 





House of Deputies—Second Day 


Message No. 28 from the House of Bishops was referred, jointly, 
to the Committee on Canons and the Committee on the Book of 
Common Prayer. 


House of Deputies—Third Day 


_The Rev. Mr. Lemoine of Long Island, for the Committee on 
the Book of Common Prayer, presented Report #9, of the Com- 
mittee, and recommended that the House of Deputies concur. 
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The Rev. Mr. Robertson of Northern Michigan presented Report 
+21 of the Committee on Canons, which likewise recommended 
concurrence, 


The Rev. Mr. Lemoine moved that the House concur. 


The House concurred 
[Communicated to the House of Bishops by Message No. 42.] 


Canon 21, new Sec. 6 
House of Bishops—Second Day 


The Bishop Coadjutor of Louisiana, for the Committee on the 
Prayer Book, reported favorably in respect of Resolution #12 of 
the Report of the Standing Liturgical Commission, which would 
amend Canon 21 to specify the responsibility of the Custodian of 
the Standard Book of Common Prayer in connection with liturgical 
materials authorized for trial use. 


Bishop Noland moved the following Resolution: 


Resolved, the House of Deputies concurring, That Canon 21 be, and 
the same is hereby, amended, by the enactment of a new Section, to be 
numbered Section 6, which shall read as follows: 


Sec. 6. Whenever the General Convention, pursuant to Article X. of 
the Constitution, shall authorize for trial use a proposed revision of 
the Book of Common Prayer, or of a portion or portions thereof, it 
shall be the duty of the Custodian of the Standard Book of Common 
Prayer 

a. To arrange for the publication of such proposed revisions; 

b. To protect, by copyright, the authorized text of such revision, 
on behalf of the General Convention; which copyright shall be 
relinquished when such proposed revision or revisions shall have 
been adopted by the General Convention as an alteration of or 
addition to the Book of Common Prayer; 

c. To certify that printed copies of such revision have been duly 
authorized by the General Convention, and that the printed text 
conforms to that approved by the General Convention. 


Resolution adopted 
[Communicated to the House of Deputies by Message No. 32.] 





House of Deputies—Second Day 


Message No. 32 from the House of Bishops was referred, jointly, 
to the Committee on the Book of Common Prayer and the Com- 
mittee on Canons. 
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House of Deputies—Third Day 


The Rev. Mr. Lemoine of Long Island presented Report #13 
of the Committee on the Book of Common Prayer, recommending 
concurrence with Message No. 32. 


The Committee on Canons being unready to report, the matter 
was laid over. 


House of Deputies—Fourth Day 


The Rey. Mr. Robertson of Northern Michigan presented Report 
##22 of the Committee on Canons, and moved that the House con- 
cur with the House of Bishops in adopting the Resolution contained 
in its Message No. 32. 

The House concurred 

[Communicated to the House of Bishops by Message No. 67.] 


Canon 26, Sec. 5 (d) and Canon 34, Sec. 10 (a) (3) 
House of Deputies—Fourth Day 


The Rev. Mr. Crawford presented Reports #4 and +5 of the 
Committee on Missions, in respect of HD 205, a Memorial carry- 
ing the signatures of a large number of Churchmen concerned about 
the encouragement of an indigenous Ministry among people of 
foreign or ethnic cultures in the United States. The Memorialists 
proposed amendments to Canon 26, “Of Postulants”, and Canon 
34, “Of Ordination to the Diaconate”, such as would permit modi- 
fications of the educational pre-requisites for such persons identical 
to the modifications obtaining for aspirants for Holy Orders in 
foreign lands. 


The Committee on Missions recommended adoption of the two 
Resolutions. 


The Rev. Mr. Robertson of Northern Michigan presented Report 
#19 of the Committee on Canons, which also recommended 
favorable action. 


Pending a report from the Committee on Theological Education, 
the Resolutions were placed on the Calendar. 


House of Deputies—Fifth Day 


The Rev. Mr. Coburn of Massachusetts presented Report #5 
of the Committee on Theological Education, as follows: 
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Your Committee on Theological Education has discussed the sub- 
stance and intent of HD 205, which has been referred, also, to the 
Committee on Canons and the Committee on Missions and been ap- 
proved by them. Your Committee agrees with their recommendations 
that the Resolutions be adopted. : 


Item #15 was taken from the Calendar, being Reports #4 and 
+5 of the Committee on Missions and Report +19 of the Com- 
mittee on Canons. 


The following Resolution was moved and seconded: 


Resolved, the House of Bishops concurring, That Canon 26, Sec. 5 (d) 
be, and the same is hereby, amended, to read as follows: 


(d) If the native language of the Postulant be other than English, 
and he is to exercise his Ministry among peoples of his own language, 
or if he be of a distinctive or foreign culture, the Bishop may, at his 
discretion, dispense him from all such examinations; Provided, only, 
that he shall satisfy the Bishop and the Board of Examining Chap- 
lains that he possesses good mental ability and sufficient competence 
to enable him to pursue a course of study preparatory to the work 
of the Ministry. 


and be it futher 


Resolved, the House of Bishops concurring, That Canon 34, Sec. 10 
(a) (3), be, and the same is hereby, amended, by adding the words 
“or (d)”, so that Sec. 10 (a) (3) will read as follows: 


(3). Fulfillment of the requirements of Clause (c) or (d) of Section 
5 of Canon 26 shall suffice as educational qualification for admission 
to Candidateship. 
Resolution adopted 
[Communicated to the House of Bishops by Message No. 84.] 





House of Bishops—Fifth Day 


Message No. 84 from the House of Deputies was referred to the 
Committee on Canons. 


House of Bishops—Seventh Day 


The Chairman of the Committee on Canons, the Bishop of 
Indianapolis, moved that the House concur with the House of 
Deputies in adopting the Resolution contained in its Message No. 
84, amending Canon 26 and Canon 34. 

The House concurred 

[Communicated to the House of Deputies by Message No. 138.] 
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Canon 44, Sec. 2 (f) and new (g) 
House of Bishops—Seventh Day 


The Bishop Coadjutor of Alabama, for the Committee of Nine, 
in respect of a Memorial from the Diocese of New York, which 
had proposed an amendment of Canon 44, Section 2 (f), to pro- 
vide an alternate method for communicating Pastoral Letters to 
members of congregations, proposed a further amendment, to 
provide, also, for Position Papers, when such Papers are adopted 
by the House of Bishops. 


Bishop Murray moved approval as to substance and referral to 
the Committee on Canons for drafting. 
Motion carried 
Referred to the Committee on Canons. 


House of Bishops—Eighth Day 


The Bishop of the Dominican Republic, for the Committee on 
Canons, moved the following Resolution: 


Resolved, the House of Deputies concurring, That Clause (f) of Sec- 
tion 2 of Canon 44 be, and the same is, hereby amended to read, 


(f) Whenever the House of Bishops shall put forth a Pastoral 
Letter, it shall be the duty of every Minister having a Pastoral Charge 
to read it to his Congregation on some occasion of public worship 
on a Lord’s Day, or to cause copies of the same to be distributed to 
the members of his Parish or Congregation, not later than one month 
after the receipt of the same. 


and that a new Clause (g) of Section 2 of Canon 44 be, and the same 
is hereby, enacted, to read as follows: 


(g) Whenever the House of Bishops shall adopt a Position Paper, it 
may, by its own vote, require the same procedure for communication 
of the contents of the paper to the membership of the Church as is 
required in the case of a Pastoral Letter, as provided in Clause (f) 
above. 

Resolution adopted 


[Communicated to the House of Deputies by Message No, 167.] 
pat Beckie be £4 
House of Deputies—Eighth Day 


Message No. 167 from the House of Bishops was referred to the 
Committee on Canons, which recommended concurrence. 


Mr. Hickenlooper of Southern Ohio moved an amendment, which 
was not seconded. 
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The Rev. Mr. Coburn of Massachusetts moved an amendment, 
as follows: 


(g). Whenever the House of Bishops shall adopt:a Position Paper, the 

same shall be distributed to the parishes of this Church through the 

normal channels of communication possessed by the said Church. — 
Motion not carried 


The previous question was moved. ! E 
Motion carried 


The Question was put, 


“Shall this House concur in the action of the House of Bishops as 
communicated by their Message No. 167?” 
The House concurred 


[Communicated to the House of Bishops by Message No. 139.] 


Canon 45, New Sec. 3 (Not Adopted) 


House of Bishops—Fourth Day 


The Bishop of the Dominican Republic, for the Committee on 
Canons, to whom had been referred Resolution #7 of the Com- 
mittee on the Placement of Clergy, reported that the proposed 
amendment of Canon 45, “Of the Dissolution of the Pastoral 
Relation”, was in proper form, and he moved it, as follows: 


Resolved, the House of Deputies concurring, That Canon 45 be, 
and the same is hereby, amended, by the addition of a new Section, to 
be numbered Section 3, the said Section to read as follows: 


Sec. 3. The Bishop may, on his own initiative, but with the advice 
and consent of the Standing Committee, cite to appear before him a 
Rector or Clergyman-in-charge of a Congregation, and the Vestry. 
thereof, if it shall appear to him that there are grounds for believing 
that the relations between the said Clergyman and his Congregation 
are such, or that the Clergyman has become, or has proved to be, so 
unfitted (through age, or infirmity, or any other cause), that it is not 
in the best interests of the Congregation, or the Diocese, that the said 
Clergyman should continue in his cure. 

It shall be the duty of such Clergyman and such Vestry (or a 
delegated Committee thereof), so cited, to meet together with the 
Bishop at the place and time specified. The Bishop shall thereupon 
proceed in the same manner set forth in Section 2 of this Canon. 


Resolution adopted 
[Communicated to the House of Deputies by Message No. 77.] 





beste 
House of Deputies—Fourth Day 


Message No. 77 from the House of Bishops was referred to the 
Committee on Canons. 
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The Committee on Canons considered the matter and prepared 
a Report thereon (Report #27 of the Committee on Canons). 


Report #27, however, was never presented to the House for 
action. 


The legislation, therefore, died for lack of concurrent action. 


Canon 46 (Not Adopted) 


House of Bishops—First Day 


The Bishop of New Hampshire, for the Special Committee on 
Placement of the Clergy, moved Resolution #5 of the Report of the 
said Committee, as follows: 


Resolved, the House of Deputies concurring, That Canon 46 be, and 
the same is hereby, amended, so that the first three Sections thereof 
shall read as follows: 

Section 1. The maintenance of Divine services in a vacant Parish or 
Congregation shall be the responsibility of the duly constituted au- 
thorities thereof. If such authorities shall fail to make provision 
therefor, it shall be the duty of the Bishop to take such measures 
as he may deem expedient for the temporary maintenance of such 
services. 

Sec. 2 (a). When a Parish or Mission Congregation becomes vacant, 
or is about to become vacant, the Churchwardens or other proper 
officers shall notify the fact to the Bishop or Ecclesiastical Authority, 
who shall, within the space of thirty days, make known to the body 
in that Congregation authorized to elect the Rector or Clergyman- 
in-charge thereof the name or names of Clergymen whom he pro- 
poses to nominate for the vacant cure. He shall, at the same time, set 
a date, not more than sixty days thereafter, when he or his deputy 
(together with the Diocesan Nominating Committee, if there be such) 
will meet with the electing body of the Congregation, or a Committee 
thereof, to consider the persons whom he will then nominate and any 
others who may have been suggested by the said electing body, they 
having submitted such names to the Bishop at least ten days prior to 
such meeting. 

(b). In the event that either party shall, after the afore-mentioned 
conference, wish to introduce the name or names of additional 
Clergymen, the same shall be notified to the other party, and an 
additional conference shall be arranged for and held. 

Sec. 3. No election of a Rector or Clergyman-in-charge shall be 
completed until the name of the Clergyman whom it is proposed to 
elect shall have been made known to the Bishop or Ecclesiastical 
Authority, and until his concurrence in the election has been secured. 
In the event of the Bishop’s non-concurrence, which must be com- 
municated to the electing body within thirty days, the nomination 
procedure set forth above shall begin de novo, and shall continue 
until an election is complete. 


and be it further 
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Resolved, the House of Deputies concurring, That Sections 4 and 5 
of the present Canon 46 continue unchanged as Sections 4 and S, re- 
spectively, of Canon 46 as amended. 


The Bishop of South Carolina moved that in Section 2 (a) the 
word “‘shall” in the second sentence thereof, be replaced by “may”. 
Motion carried 


The Suffragan Bishop of New Jersey moved that in Section 2 (a) 
the words, “Parish or Mission Congregation” be changed to “Parish 
Congregation”. ; 

Motion not carried 


The Suffragan Bishop of West Missouri moved that in Section 

2 (b) the words, “additional conference shall” be changed to “addi- 
tional conference may”. 

Motion carried 


The Resolution, as now amended, was put to a vote. 
Resolution adopted 
[Communicated to the House of Deputies by Message No. 10.] 





House of Deputies—Second Day 


Message No. 10 from the House of Bishops was referred to the 
Committee on Canons. 


The Committee on Canons considered the matter and prepared 
a Report thereon (Report #29 of the Committee on Canons). 
Report #29, however, was never presented to the House for 


action. 


The legislation, therefore, died for lack of concurrent action. 


Canon 48 
House of Bishops—Eighth Day 


The Bishop of the Dominican Republic, for the Committee on 
Canons, moved the following Resolution: 


Resolved, the House of Deputies concurring, That Canon 48 be, and 
the same is hereby, amended, so as to read as follows: 
No Minister in charge of any Congregation of this Church, or, in 
case of vacancy or absence, no Churchwardens, Vestrymen, or Trus- 
tees of the Congregation, shall permit any person to officiate therein, 
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without sufficient evidence of his being duly licensed or ordained to 
minister in this Church; Provided, that nothing herein shall be con- 
strued as to forbid communicants of the Church to act as Lay Read- 
ers; or to prevent the Bishop of any Diocese or Missionary District 
from giving permission to a Minister of this Church to invite a 
Minister of another Church to assist in the Prayer Book Offices of 
Holy Matrimony or of the Burial of the Dead; or from giving per- 
mission to a Minister of any other Church to preach the Gospel, or 
to godly persons who are not Ministers of this Church, to make 
addresses in the Church, on special occasions. 


Resolution adopted 
[Communicated to the House of Deputies by Message No. 155.] 


—————§_|_@# oo ____ 


f 


House of Deputies—Eighth Day 


Message No. 155 from the House of Bishops was referred to the 
Committee on Canons, which recommended concurrence. 
The House concurred 
[Communicated to the House of Bishops by Message No. 136.] 


Canon 49, New Sec. 5 
House of Deputies—Fourth Day 


The Rev. Mr. Robertson of Northern Michigan presented Report 
#13 of the Committee on Canons, in respect of HD 185, a 
Memorial from the Diocese of Western Massachusetts on the sub- 
ject of authorizing the administration of the Chalice at the Holy 
Communion by laymen. 


On behalf of the Committee, the Rev. Mr. Robertson moved 
the following Resolution: 


Resolved, the House of Bishops concurring, That Canon 49, be, and 
the same is hereby, amended, by the enactment of a new Section, to be 
numbered Section 5, the said Section to read as follows: 

Sec. 5. A Lay Reader may deliver the Cup at Holy Communion; 
Provided, that he has been specially licensed thereto by the Bishop. 
Such special license shall be given only at the request and upon the 
recommendation of the Clergyman in charge of the Parish, Congre- 
gation, or Mission in which the Lay Reader is serving. 


The Rev. Mr. Kingman of Central New York moved, in amend- 
ment, that the words, “may deliver the Cup at Holy Communion”, 
be deleted; and that the words, “may assist in the administering of 
the Elements at Holy Communion, under the direction of the Priest 
in Charge’’, be substituted therefor. 

Motion not carried 
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The Rev. Mr. Lemoine of Long Island, on behalf of the Com- 
mittee on the Book of Common Prayer, moved a Substitute Reso- 
lution, as follows: 


Resolved, the House of Bishops concurring, That the Standing Liturgi- 
cal Commission be asked to undertake a study of the means whereby 
the number of perpetual deacons may be sufficiently increased to provide 
a solution to the need for assistance in the administration of the Holy 
Communion. 

Substitute Resolution not adopted 


The Rev. Mr. Mason of Spokane moved that the original Reso- 
lution be amended, by adding thereto the following sentence: 


The license to administer the Chalice shall be issued for a period of 
time not to exceed one year, and shall be revocable at any time by the 
Bishop, or by the Minister at whose request it was granted. 

Motion carried 


A vote on the Resolution, as now amended, was called for. 


The Clerical Deputation of the Diocese on San Joaquin demanded 
a vote by orders and Dioceses. 


The Clerical Deputations of four Dioceses requested a poll of 
their members, with the following results: 


Michigan Spokane 

Braidwood—No Mason—Yes 

Ramsey— Yes Alkins—No 

Jones—Yes Stretch—No 

Pelham—Yes Vote: Yes Gorsuch—Yes Vote: Divided 
Northwest Texas Virginia 

Hungerford—No Baden—Yes 

Dentzer—Yes Mollegen—Yes 

Clark—Yes McGehee— Yes 

Mock—Yes Vote: Yes Ribble—Yes Vote: Yes 


One Lay Deputation, also, asked to be polled, with the following 
results: 


New York 
Morehouse—No Lawrence—Yes 
Oliver—No Welles—Yes Vote: Divided 


The results of the vote by orders was announced, as follows: 


Clerical: Ayes, 51; Noes, 2434; Divided, 12. 
Lay: Ayes, 48; Noes, 2534; Divided, 12. 
Resolution adopted 


The Rev. Mr. Capon of Long Island rose to a question of the 
privilege of the House. He asked whether the action just taken 
raised constitutional questions, particularly in view of the second 
sentence of the first paragraph of the Preface of the Ordinal, 
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together with the first sentence of the fifth question addressed to 
the Ordinand in the Making of Deacons. The said citations read as 
follows: 


“Which Offices were evermore had in such reverend estimation, that 
no man might presume to execute any of them, except he were first 
called, tried, examined, and known to have such qualities as are requisite 
for the same; and also ‘by public Prayer, with Imposition of Hands, were 
approved and admitted thereunto by lawful Authority.” (Book of Com- 
mon Prayer, page 529.) 


“It appertaineth to the Office of a Deacon, in the Church where he shall 
be appointed to serve, to assist the Priest in Divine Service, and specially 
when he ministereth the Holy Communion, and to help him in the distri- 
bution thereof; and to read Holy Scriptures and Homilies in the Church; 
and to instruct the youth in the Catechism; in the absence of the Priest 
to baptize infants; and to preach, if he be admitted thereto by the 
Bishop.” (B."Cz P., page 533.) 


The Chair asked the Committee on Amendments to the Consti- 
tution to consider the question just raised. 


The Committee on Amendments to the Constitution reported 
as follows: 


At your request the Committee on Amendments to the Constitution 
has considered the question raised by the Rev. Mr. Capon of the 
Diocese of Long Island as to the possible constitutional impropriety of 
the action taken by this House this morning in amending Canon 49 to 
authorize the Lay-administration of the Chalice, in view of the provi- 
sions of the Book of Comon Prayer, and particularly of the second 
sentence of the first paragraph of the Preface to the Ordinal, taken 
together with the first sentence of the fifth question thereafter addressed 
by the Bishop to the Ordinand. 

Your Committee has met, considered the matter, and is of the opinion 
that a constitutional question may be involved. The Committee recom- 
mends that advice of this fact be informally communicated to the House 
of Bishops for its information in considering Message No. 73 from 
this House. 


The Rev. Mr. Gerdau of Northern Michigan moved that the 
President do not send the communication from the Committee on 
Amendments to the Constitution to the House of Bishops. 

Motion not carried 

[Communicated to the House of Bishops by Message No. 73.] 


oh 


House of Bishops—Sixth Day 


On receipt of Message No. 73 from the House of Deputies, 
together with its attached communication, the Bishop of Delaware 
moved that a Committee of Conference be appointed. 

Motion carried 
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The Chair designated, on the part of the House of Bishops, its 
Committee on the Constitution. 


[Communicated to the House of Deputies by Message No. 118.] 





~> 


House of Deputies—Seventh Day 


The House concurred with the House of Bishops in its request 
for a Committee of Conference, and the Chair appointed, on the 
part of the House of Deputies, its Committee on Amendments to 
the Constitution. 


[Communicated to the House of Bishops by Message No. 96.] 
oie eg Late e 


House of Bishops—Eighth Day 


The Bishop of Spokane, for the Committee of Conference, 
reported as follows: 


The Committee of Conference, having considered the matter, has 
concluded that the amendment of Canon 49, proposed by the House of 
Deputies, as communicated by its Message No. 73, to allow Lay Readers 
to administer the Chalice, raises no constitutional problems. 


Message No. 73 was thereupon referred to the Committee on 
Canons. 


The Bishop of the Dominican Republic, for the Committee on 
Canons, reported that the said Committee recommended concur- 
rence with the House of Deputies in amending Canon 49, as 
proposed in Message No. 73. 

The House concurred 

[Communicated to the House of Deputies by Message No. 166.] 


Canon 55, Sec. 23, and Canon 56, Sec. 2 
House of Bishops—Eighth Day 


The Bishop of Indianapolis, for the Committee on Canons, 
moved the following Resolution: 


Resolved, the House of Deputies concurring, That Canon 56, Section 
2, be amended by repealing Section 2 and substituting the following: 
Sec. 2. A presentment of any Bishop under Canon 53, Section 1, 

for holding and teaching publicly or privately and advisedly, any 
doctrine contrary to that held by this Church, shall be had only upon 
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the presentment of any ten Bishops exercising jurisdiction in this 
Church. Every such presentment shall be filed with the Presiding 
Bishop, together with a brief in support thereof. The Presiding Bishop 
shall thereupon serve a copy upon the person charged, together with a 
copy of the supporting brief. He shall fix a date for the filing of an 
answer, and brief in support thereof, at least three months from the 
date of service, and may, at his discretion and for good cause, extend 
the time for answering. Upon the filing of an answer and supporting 
brief, if any, or upon the expiration of the time fixed for answer, if 
none be filed, the Presiding Bishop shall forthwith transmit copies of 
the presentment, answer, and briefs to each member of the House of 
Bishops. The written consent of two-thirds of the Bishops qualified to 
vote in the House of Bishops shall be required before the proceeding 
may continue as provided by Canon. In case a two-thirds majority 
of all the Bishops entitled to act in the premises shall not consent 
within the period of three months from the date of notification to 
them by the Presiding Bishop of the proceeding, the Presiding Bishop 
shall declare the presentment dismissed. 


Resolution adopted 
[Communicated to the House of Deputies by Message No. 150.] 


The Bishop of Indianapolis then moved that Section 23 of Canon 
55 be amended by changing the word “three”, in line two thereof, 
to “‘ten”’. 

Resolution adopted 

[Communicated to the House of Deputies by Message No. 151.] 


The Bishop of Spokane moved that the foregoing amendments 
take effect immediately upon adoption by the concurrent action of 
the House of Deputies. 

Motion carried 

[Communicated to the House of Deputies by Message No. 152.] 


House of Deputies—Eighth Day 


Messages Nos. 150, 151, and 152 from the House of Bishops 
were referred to the Committee on Canons. 


The Rev. Mr. Robertson of Northern Michigan presented Report 
+ 38 of the Committee on Canons, and moved that the House 
concur with the action of the House of Bishops as communicated 
in their Message No. 150. 


The motion was seconded by the Deputations of the Dioceses 
of California and Virginia. 


The entire Deputation of the Diocese of Eau Claire demanded 
a vote by orders and Dioceses. 
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One Clerical Deputation—Maryland—trequested that it be 
polled, with the following results: 

Leighton—Yes Madison— Yes , 

Littleford—No Wilkes—Yes Vote: Yes 

The result of the vote by orders and Dioceses was announced 
as follows: 


Clerical: Ayes, 7142; Noes, 8; Divided, 6. 
Lay: Ayes, 7634; Noes, 6; Divided, 2. 

The House concurred 
[Communicated to the House of Bishops by Message No. 122.] 


The Rev. Mr. Robertson presented Report #39 of the Com- 
mittee on Canons, and moved concurrence with Message No. 151 
from the House of Bishops. 

The House concurred 

[Communicated to the House of Bishops by Message No. 123.] 


The Rev. Mr. Robertson presented Report #40 of the Com- 
mittee on Canons, and moved concurrence with Message No. 152 
from the House of Bishops in adopting the Resolution on immedi- 
ate effect of the amendments of Canons 55 and 56, as communi- 
cated in Messages No. 150 and 151. 

The House concurred 

[Communicated to the House of Bishops by Message No. 124.] 


Canons—Intention to Amend Canon 7 
House of Deputies—Eighth Day 


The Rev. Mr. Byfield of California presented Report #14 of 
the Committee on the Church Pension Fund, reporting on HD 363, 
a Resolution sponsored by Mr. Masquellette of Texas, proposing 
changes in the Board of Trustees of The Church Pension Fund. 


The Rev. Mr. Byfield moved the following Resolution: 


Resolved, the House of Bishops concurring, That the Board of Trus- 
tees of The Church Pension Fund be requested to amend the Constitution 
of The Church Pension Fund, so that the 63rd General Convention may, 
if it so desires, amend Canon 7, Section 2, to read as follows: 

Sec. 2. The General Convention at each triennial meeting shall 
elect, on the nomination of a Joint Committee thereof, twelve persons 
to serve as Trustees of The Church Pension Fund for a term of six 
years and until their successors shall have been elected and have 
qualified, and shall also fill such vacancies as may exist on the Board 
of Trustees. A Trustee, other than a Trustee who is an employee of 
The Church Pension Fund, may be elected to not more than two 
consecutive six-year terms, such terms beginning at the General 
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Convention in 1970. Any vacancy which occurs at a time when the 
General Convention is not in session may be filled by the Board of 
Trustees by appointment, ad interim, of a Trustee who shall serve 
until the next session of the General Convention thereafter shall have 
elected a Trustee to serve for the remainder of the unexpired time 
pertaining to such vacancy. 

Resolution adopted 

[Communicated to the House of Bishops by Message No. 154.] 


ae. 


House of Bishops—Ninth Day 


The Bishop of Florida moved that the House of Bishops concur 
with the House of Deputies in adopting the action communicated in 
its Message No. 154. 

The House concurred 

[Communicated to the House of Deputies by Message No. 203.] 


Canons—Proposed Amendments of Various Canons (Not Adopted) 
House of Bishops—Sixth Day 


The Bishop of the Dominican Republic, for the Committee on 
Canons, reported that, as a result of the final adoption of the amend- 
ment of Article LX. of the Constitution, effected at this Convention, 
several changes in the Canons, in respect of clerical discipline and 
the recording and reporting thereof, have become necessary. 


Bishop Kellogg moved the following Resolutions: 


1. Canon 53, new Section 4 
Resolved, the House of Deputies concurring, That Canon 53 is hereby 
amended by the addition of a new Section 4, which Section 4 shall read 
as follows: ; 
Sec. 4. If presentment shall have been made against a Presbyter or 
Deacon, or in the case of a Presbyter or Deacon convicted of any 
crime or misdemeanor involving immorality, or against whom a 
judgment has been entered in a Court of Record in a case involving 
immorality, or in the case of the abandonment of the Communion of 
this Church by a Presbyter or Deacon, the Bishop in whose Diocese 
or Missionary District the Presbyter or Deacon is canonically resident 
may, upon probable cause, inhibit the Presbyter or Deacon from 
officiating in said Diocese or Missionary District until after the judg- 
ment of the Trial Court becomes final, or sentences have been pro- 
nounced under Canon 60. : 
Resolution adopted 


[Communicated to the House of Deputies by Message No. 103.] 


2. Canon 1, Sec. 4 (b) (8). 
Resolved, the House of Deputies concurring, That Section 4 (b) (8) 
of Canon 1, which reads, “the names of the Clergy who have been 
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deprived or deposed during the preceding twelve months, with the date, 
place, and ground of deprivation or deposition;”, is hereby amended to 
read as follows: 

(8) The names of the Clergy who have been removed or deposed 
during the preceding twelve months, with the date, place, and ground 
of removal or deposition; 

Resolution adopted 


[Communicated to the House of Deputies by Message No. 104.] 
3. Canon I, Sec. 4 (c). 


Resolved, the House of Deputies concurring, That Section 4 (c) of 
Canon 1, which reads, “It shall be the duty of the Recorder to furnish, 
upon proper authority and at the expense of the applicant, such infor- 
mation as may be in the possession of the Recorder based upon the 
reports required under Clause (b) hereof, but in no case shall the 
Recorder publish or furnish for publication the grounds of any suspen- 
sion, deprivation or deposition.”, is hereby amended to read as follows: 

(c) It shall be the duty of the Recorder to furnish, upon proper 
authority and at the expense of the applicant, such information as 
may be in the possession of the Recorder, based upon the reports re- 
quired under Clause (b) hereof; but in no case shall the Recorder 
publish, or furnish for publication, the grounds of any suspension, 
removal, or deposition. 

Resolution adopted 
[Communicated to the House of Deputies by Message No. 105.] 


4. Canon 1, Sec. 4 (da). 


Resolved, the House of Deputies concurring, That Section 4 (d) of 
Canon 1, which reads, “The Recorder shall prepare and present to each 
session of the General Convention a list of all Clergy ordained, received, 
suspended, deprived, deposed, or restored, and of all Bishops conse- 
crated, and of all Clergy and Bishops who have died, such list to cover 
the period from the last preceding similar report of the Recorder through 
the thirty-first day of December immediately preceding each session of 
the General Convention”, is hereby amended to read as follows: 

(d) The Recorder shall prepare and present to each session of the 
General Convention a list of all Clergymen ordained, received, 
suspended, removed, deposed, or restored, and of all Bishops con- 
secrated, and of all Clergymen and Bishops who have died, such list 
to cover the period from the last preceding similar report of the 
Recorder through the thirty-first day of December immediately pre- 
ceding each session of the General Convention. 


Resolution adopted 
[Communicated to the House of Deputies by Message No. 106.] 


5. Canon 57, Sec. 5. 


Resolved, the House of Deputies concurring, That Section 5 (d) of 
Canon 57, which reads, “The decision of the Court as to all the charges 
and specifications shall be reduced to writing, and signed by those who 
assent to it, and the Court shall also, if the accused is found guilty of 
any charge or specification, determine and embody in the written de- 
cision the penalty which it shall adjudge should be imposed upon the 
accused, which penalty may be admonition or suspension or deposition 
from the ministry, as shall be by the Court adjudged; and the decision 
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so signed shall be recorded as the judgment of the Court, and shall be 
judgment nisi until it becomes final as hereinafter stated”, is hereby 
amended to read as follows: 

Sec. 5. The decision of the Court as to all charges and specifica- 
tions shall be reduced to writing, and signed by those who assent to 
it, and the Court shall also, if the accused is found guilty of any 
charge or specification, determine and embody in the written decision 
the penalty which it shall adjudge should be imposed upon the 
accused; and the decision so signed shall be recorded as the judgment 
of the Court, and shall be judgment nisi until it becomes final as 
hereinafter stated. 


Resolution adopted 
[Communicated to the House of Deputies by Message No. 107.] 


6. Canon 57, Sec. 6. 


Resolved, the House of Deputies concurring, That Section 6 of Canon 

57 which reads, “A Bishop found guilty upon a presentment for crime 

or immorality shall not, after the rendering of such judgment, and while 

the same continues unreversed, perform any Episcopal or Ministerial 

functions, except such as relate to the administration of the temporal 

affairs of his Diocese or Missionary District”, is hereby repealed and 
the remaining sections are renumbered accordingly. 

Resolution adopted 

[Communicated to the House of Deputies by Message No. 108.] 


7. Canon 58, Sec. 6. 

Resolved, the House of Deputies concurring, That Section 6 of Canon 
58, which reads, “If the Court of Review of the Trial of a Bishop shall 
enter final judgment in the case, and if by said judgment the accused 
shall be found guilty of any of the charges or specifications upon which 
he has been tried, the Court of Review of the Trial of a Bishop shall 
determine the sentence, which shall be either admonition, suspension, 
as defined by the Canons of this Church, or deposition. Before sentence 
is passed the accused shall have the opportunity of being heard, if he 
have aught to say in excuse or palliation. The sentence shall be pro- 
nounced by the Presiding Bishop, or such other Bishop as the Presiding 
Bishop shall designate, who shall thereupon give the notices thereof 
required by Canon 64”, is hereby amended to read as follows: 

Sec. 6. If the Court of Review of the Trial of a Bishop shall enter 
final judgment in the case, and if by said judgment the accused shall 
be found guilty of any of the charges or specifications upon which he 
has been tried, the Court of Review of the Trial of a Bishop shall 
determine the sentence. Before sentence is passed, the accused shall 
have the opportunity of being heard, if he have aught to say in excuse 
or palliation. The sentence shall be pronounced by the Presiding 
Bishop, or such other Bishop as the Presiding Bishop shall designate, 
who shall thereupon give the notices thereof required by Canon 64. 

Resolution adopted 
[Communicated to the House of Deputies by Message No. 109.] 


8. Canon 60, Sec. I. 

Resolved, the House of Deputies concurring, That Section 1 of Canon 
60, which reads, “If any Minister of this Church not under present- 
ment shall declare, in writing, to the Ecclesiastical Authority of the 
Diocese or Missionary District in which he is canonically resident, his 
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renunciation of the Ministry of this Church, and his desire to be removed 
therefrom, it shall be the duty of the Ecclesiastical Authority to record 
the declaration and request so made. The Bishop, being satisfied that the 
person so declaring is not amenable for any canonical ‘offense, and that 
his renunciation of the Ministry is not occasioned by foregoing mis- 
conduct or irregularity, but is voluntary and for causes, assigned or 
known, which do not affect his moral character, shall defer formal 
action upon the declaration for three months, and meanwhile shall lay 
the matter before the clerical members of the Standing Committee (or 
of the Council of Advice), and with their advice and consent he may 
pronounce that such renunciation is accepted, and that the Minister is 
released from the obligations of the Ministerial office, and that he is 
deprived of the right to exercise the gifts and spiritual authority as a 
Minister of God’s Word and Sacraments conferred on him in his ordi- 
nation. He shall also declare in pronouncing and recording such action 
that it was for causes which do not affect the man’s moral character, 
and shall, if desired, give a certificate to this effect to the person so 
removed from the Ministry. In all other cases of Renunciation of the 
Ministry, where there may be a question of foregoing misconduct or 
irregularity, the Bishop shall not pronounce sentence of Deposition save 
with the consent of the Standing Committee of the Diocese or the Coun- 
cil of Advice of the Missionary District. The Bishop shall give due 
notice of every such Removal or Deposition from the Ministry, in the 
form in which the same is recorded and in accordance with the provi- 
sions of Canon 64, Section 3(b),”, is hereby amended to read as follows: 
Section 1. If any Minister of this Church, not under presentment, 
shall declare, in writing, to the Ecclesiastical Authority of the Diocese 
or Missionary District in which he is canonically resident, his renun- 
ciation of the Ministry of this Church, and his desire to be removed 
therefrom, it shall be the duty of the Ecclesiastical Authority to 
record the declaration and request so made. The Bishop, being satis- 
fied that the person so declaring is not amenable for any canonical 
offense, and that his renunciation of the Ministry is not occasioned 
by foregoing misconduct or irregularity, but is voluntary and for 
causes, assigned or known, which do not affect his moral character, 
shall lay the matter before the clerical members of the Standing Com- 
mittee (or of the Council of Advice); and, with their advice and 
consent, he may pronounce that such renunciation is accepted, that 
the Minister is released from the obligations of the Ministerial office, 
and that he is deprived of the right to exercise the gifts and spiritual 
authority as a Minister of God’s Word and Sacraments conferred on 
him in his Ordination. He shall also declare, in pronouncing and 
recording such action, that it was for causes which do not affect the 
man’s moral character, and shall, if desired, give a certificate to this 
effect to the person so removed from the Ministry. In all other cases 
of Renunciation of the Ministry, where there may be a question of 
foregoing misconduct or irregularity, the Bishop shall not pronounce 
sentence of Deposition save with the consent of the Standing Com- 
mittee of the Diocese or the Council of Advice of the Missionary Dis- 
trict. The Bishop shall give due notice of every such Removal or 
Deposition from the Ministry, in the form in which the same is 
sae and in accordance with the provisions of Canon 64, Sec. 
Resolution adopted 
[Communicated to the House of Deputies by Message No. 110.] 
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Resolved, the House of Deputies concurring, That Section 1 of Canon 
62, which reads, “If any Presbyter or Deacon shall, without availing 
himself of the provisions of Canon 60, abandon the communion of this 
Church, by an open renunciation of the Doctrine, Discipline, or Worship 
of this Church, or by a formal admission into any religious body not 
in communion with the same, or in any other way, it shall be the duty 
of the Standing Committee of the Diocese or the Council of Advice 
of the Missionary District in which the said Presbyter or Deacon is 
canonically resident to certify the fact to the Bishop, or if there be no 
Bishop, to the Bishop of an adjacent Diocese or Missionary District, 
and with such certificate to send a statement of the acts or declarations 
which show such abandonment; which certificate and statement shall be 
recorded, and shall be taken and deemed by the Ecclesiastical Authority 
as an equivalent to a renunciation of the Ministry by the Minister him- 
self; and the said Bishop shall then suspend the said Minister for six 
months. Notice shall then be given by the said Bishop to the Minister 
so suspended that, unless he shall within six months transmit to the 
Bishop a retraction of such acts, or make declaration that the facts 
alleged in said certificate are false, he will be deposed from the Min- 
istry.”, is hereby amended to read: 

Section 1. If any Presbyter or Deacon shall, without availing himself 
of the provisions of Canon 60, abandon the communion of this 
Church, by an open renunciation of the Doctrine, Discipline, or 
Worship of this Church, or by a formal admission into any religious 
body not in communion with the same, or in any other way, it shall 
be the duty of the Standing Committee of the Diocese or the Council 
of Advice of the Missionary District in which the said Presbyter or 
Deacon is canonically resident to certify the fact to the Bishop, or if 
there be no Bishop, to the Bishop of an adjacent Diocese or Mis- 
sionary District, and with such certificate to send a statement of the 
acts or declarations which show such abandonment; which certificate 
and statement shall be recorded, and shall be taken and deemed by 
the Ecclesiastical Authority as an equivalent to a renunciation of 
the Ministry by the Minister himself; and the said Bishop shall then 
inhibit the said Minister from officiating in said Diocese or Mis- 
sionary District for six months. Notice shall then be given by the 
Bishop to the Minister so inhibited that, unless he shall within six 
months, transmit to the Bishop a retraction of such acts, or make 
declaration that the facts alleged in the said certificate are false, he 
will be deposed from the Ministry. ; 

Resolution adopted 


[Communicated to the House of Deputies by Message No. 111.] 
10. Canon 64, new Sec. 1. 


Resolved, the House of Deputies concurring, That Canon 64 is hereby 
amended, by enacting a new Section 1 and renumbering the remaining 
sections accordingly, said new Section 1 to read as follows: 

Section 1. There shall be three sentences which may be imposed; 
namely, suspension, removal, or deposition. A sentence of suspension 
may be imposed (a) after final conviction by a Trial Court or (b) 
the filing of a waiver under Section 4 (d) of Canon 64. A sentence 
of removal may be imposed when there has been a renunciation under 
Canon 60 for causes which do not affect the moral character of the 
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Minister. A sentence of deposition may be ested (a) after final 
conviction by a Trial Court, (b) after the filing of a waiver under 
Section 4 (d) of Canon 64, (c) when there has been a renunciation 
under Canon 60 in cases where there may be a question of a fore- 
going misconduct or irregularity on the part of the Minister, or (d) 
abandonment of the Communion of this Church as set forth in 
Canon 62. ‘ 
Resolution adopted 


[Communicated to the House of Deputies by Message No. 112.] 


11. Canon 64, Sec. 3 (e). 


Resolved, the House of Deputies concurring, that Section 3 (e) of 
Canon 64, which reads, “After a Presbyter or Deacon shall have been 
convicted by a Trial Court of a crime or immorality rendering him liable 
to canonical sentence, the Bishop of the Diocese or Missionary District 
shall have the right to suspend him from all public ministrations. Such 
suspension shall continue until a final judgment upon the case. When 
the sentence is of a suspension or deposition, the Bishop who pronounces 
the same shall without delay give notice thereof in writing to every 
Minister and Vestry in the Diocese or Missionary District in which the 
accused was canonically resident; to all the Bishops of the Church, and 
where there is no Bishop, to the Standing Committee of the Diocese or 
the Council of Advice of the Missionary District as the case may be; 
to the Recorder; and to the Secretary of the House of Bishops, who 
shall deposit and preserve such notice among the archives of the House. 
The notice shall specify under what Canon the said Minister has been 
suspended or deposed”, is hereby amended to read as follows: 

(e). After a Presbyter or Deacon shall have been convicted by a 
Trial Court of a crime or immorality rendering him liable to canoni- 
cal sentence, the Bishop of the Diocese or Missionary District shall 
have the right to inhibit him from public ministrations. Such inhibition 
shall continue until a final judgment upon the case. When the sentence 
is of suspension or deposition, the Bishop who pronounces the same 
shall without delay give notice thereof in writing to every Minister 
and Vestry in the Diocese or Missionary District in which the accused 
was canonically resident; to all the Bishops of the Church, and where 
there is no Bishop, to the Standing Committee of the Diocese or to 
the Council of Advice of the Missionary District as the case may 
be; to the Recorder; and to the Secretary of the House of Bishops, 
who shall deposit and preserve such notice among the archives of the 
House. The notice shall specify under what Canon the said Minister 
has been suspended or deposed. 


Resolution adopted 


[Communicated to the House of Deputies by Message No. 113.] 


12. Canon 65, Sec. 2. 

Resolved, the House of Deputies concurring, That Section 2 of Canon 
65, which reads, “A Bishop of this Church may, for reasons which he 
shall deem sufficient, remit and terminate any sentence of deposition or 
removal pronounced in his jurisdiction upon a Minister; but he shall 
exercise this power only upon the following conditions: 

1. That he shall act with the advice and consent of two-thirds of all 

the members of the Standing Committee. 
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2. That he shall submit his proposed action, with his reasons there- 
for, to the judgment of five Bishops of this Church, whose Dioceses 
or Missionary Districts are nearest to his own, and shall receive in 
writing, from at least four of the said Bishops, their approval of 
the said remission, and their consent thereto. 

3. That, before remitting such sentence, he shall require the person 
to be restored to the Ministry to subscribe to the declaration re- 
quired in Article VIII. of the Constitution”, 

is hereby amended to read as follows: 

Sec. 2. A Bishop of this Church, may, for reasons he shall deem 

sufficient, and with the advice and consent of two-thirds of all the 

members of the Standing Committee, remit and terminate a sentence 
of suspension pronounced in his jurisdiction upon a Minister. He may 
also, for reasons which he shall deem sufficient, remit and terminate 
any sentence of removal or deposition pronounced in his jurisdiction 
upon a Minister, but he shall exercise this power in the case of the 
removal or deposition only upon the following conditions: 

1. That he shall act with the advice and consent of two-thirds of 

all the members of the Standing Committee. 

2. That he shall submit his proposed action, with his reasons 

therefor, to the judgment of five of the Bishops of this Church, 

whose Dioceses or Missionary Districts are nearest his own, and 

shall receive in writing, from at least four of the said Bishops, their 

approval of the said remission, and their consent thereto. 

3. That, before remitting such sentence, he shall require the person 

so removed or deposed, who desires to be restored to the Ministry, 

to subscribe to the declaration required in Article VIII. of the 

Constitution. 

Resolution adopted 


[Communicated to the House of Deputies by Message No. 114.] 
13. Canon 65, Sec. 4. 


Resolved, the House of Deputies concurring, That Section 4 of Canon 
65, which reads, “In case the person applying for such remission shall 
be domiciled beyond the Diocese or Missionary District in which he was 
deposed, the Bishop, before granting such remission, shall be furnished 
with written evidence of the approval of such application by the Bishop 
of the Diocese or Missionary District in which such person is domi- 
ciled”, is hereby amended to read as follows: 

Sec. 4. In case the person applying for such remission shall be domi- 

ciled beyond the Diocese or Missionary District in which he was 

removed or deposed, the Bishop, before granting such remission, shall 
be furnished with written evidence of the approval of such application 
by the Bishop of the Diocese or Missionary District in which such 
person is domiciled. 

Resolution adopted 


[Communicated to the House of Deputies by Message No. 115.] 
14. Canon 65, Sec. 5. 


Resolved, the House of Deputies concurring, That Section 5 of Canon 
65, which reads, “Whenever a Bishop shall remit and terminate any 
sentence of deposition, he shall, without delay, give due notice thereof 
under his own hand, sending said notice in a sealed envelope to the 
Ecclesiastical Authority of every Diocese and Missionary District of 
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this Church and to the Recorder, giving, with the full name of the 
person restored, the date of the deposition and the Order of the Min- 
istry to which he is restored”, is heréby amended to read as follows: 
Sec. 5. Whenever a Bishop shall remit and terminate any sentence 
of removal or deposition, he shall, without delay, give due notice 
thereof under his own hand, sending said notice in a sealed envelope 
to the Ecclesiastical Authority of every Diocese and Missionary Dis- 
trict of this Church and to the Recorder, the date of the removal or 
deposition and the Order of the Ministry to which he is restored. 
Resolution adopted 


[Communicated to the House of Deputies by Message No. 116.] 


House of Bishops—Seventh Day 


The Bishop of the Dominican Republic, for the Committee on 
Canons, reported favorably on a Resolution on the subject of the 
restoration of Ministers who have abandoned the communion of 
this Church, that had been referred to the said Committee. 


The Bishop of Southwestern Virginia moved the said Resolution, 
as follows: 


Resolved, the House of Deputies concurring, That Sec. 3 of Canon 
65 be amended, in line 7 thereof, by changing the word “three” to 
“one”, so that Sec. 3 as amended shall read as follows: 

Sec. 3. In case such person was deposed for abandoning the com- 
munion of this Church, or, having been deposed by reason of his 
renunciation of the Ministry of this Church, or for other cause, he 
have also abandoned its communion, the Bishop, before granting such 
remission, shall be satisfied that such a person has lived in lay com- 
munion with this Church for one year next preceding his application 
for such remission. 


Resolution adopted 
[Communicated to the House of Deputies by Message No. 126.] 


pate V0 A CEA 
House of Deputies—Seventh Day 

Messages Nos. 103-116 and No. 126 were received and referred 
to the Committee on Canons. 
House of Deputies—Ninth Day 


The Rev. Mr. Robertson of Northern Michigan, reporting for the 
Committee on Canons, recommended that the House concur with 
the House of Bishops, with some Amendments, in adopting the 
series of Resolutions communicated in Messages Nos. 103- 116 and 
No. 126. 


It was moved and seconded— 
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That this House do not concur with the House of Bishops in adopting 
the Resolutions communicated in Messages Nos. 103-116 and No. 126; 
but that, in communicating this action, it be made clear to the House 
of Bishops that the action of the House of Deputies has been taken, not 
on the merits of the several proposed amendments, but because they 
were received too late in the session to receive the thorough considera- 
tion they require; and that the House of Bishops be respectfully re- 
quested to cause the proposed amendments to be printed and distributed 
to the House of Deputies well in advance of the Special General Con- 
vention of 1969, so that action may then be taken after more mature 
consideration. 


Resolution adopted 
[Communicated to the House of Bishops by Message No. 196.] 


Canons—Proposed Canon, “Of Metropolitan Councils” 
(Not Adopted) 


House of Deputies—First Day 


The Rev. Mr. Robertson of Northern Michigan presented Report 
# 2 of the Committee on Canons, in respect of HD 8, a Resolution 
proposed by the Special Committee on Diocesan Boundaries, which 
would enact a Canon, “On Metropolitan Councils”. 


The Rev. Mr. Robertson moved the adoption of a Resolution 
embodying the substance of that proposal, with one amendment. 


The matter having been referred, also, to the Committee on 
Urban and Suburban Work, which Committee was not yet ready 
to report thereon, action was deferred. 


The report was placed on the Calendar. 


House of Deputies—Eighth Day 


The Rev. Mr. Gressle presented Report # 4 of the Committee 
on Urban and Suburban Work, and moved the following Resolu- 
tion, in the form recommended by the Committee on Canons in its: 
Report + 2, which was thereupon taken from the Calendar; to wit: 


Resolved, the House of Deputies concurring, That a new Canon, to be 
known as Canon 8, be adopted, as follows: 


Of Metropolitan Councils 


Section 1(a) Two or more contiguous Dioceses may form a Metro- 
politan Council, to be comprised of and to administer such part or 
all of the territory, program, and functions, of the member Dioceses 
as shall be determined by the Bishop and the Convention of each of 
the member Dioceses. ; 

(b) The organization of the Metropolitan Council shall be com- 
plete upon the approval of its constitution by the Bishops and the 
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Diocesan Conventions of the member Dioceses; Provided, however, 
that it shall be the duty of the Secretary of the Convention of each 
of the member Dioceses to certify:and forward to the Secretary of 
the General Convention a copy of the constitution and the date of 
its approval. 

Sec. 2. The governing body of the Metropolitan Council shall be 
the Metropolitan Council. Board, to be composed of the Bishop, or 
in his absence the Bishop Coadjutor or Suffragan Bishop, of each 
member Diocese, and not less than two or more than five Presbyters 
and an equal number of Lay Persons elected by the Diocesan Con- 
vention or the Executive Council of each member Diocese for terms 
of not more than three years, the number of such members and the 
length of their terms of office to be specified in the constitution of 
the Metropolitan Council. 

Sec. 3(a) The following officers of the Metropolitan Council 
shall be elected by the Board: (1) a President; (2) two Vice-Presi- 
dents; (3) a Secretary; (4) a Treasurer, and other officers deemed 
advisable by the Council. 

(b) The President shall be a Bishop of a member Diocese, or a 
Priest canonically resident in a member Diocese, or a Lay Person 
who is a Communicant in a member Diocese. The two Vice-Presi- 
dents shall have the same qualifications, but shall be of different 
orders from the President and from each other. All other officers 
shall have the same qualifications. 

(c) The Council may elect an Executive Director of the Council 
and one or more Executive Secretaries to oversee the program and 
functions to be administered by the Metropolitan Council. 

Sec. 4. Each of the member Dioceses shall provide its share of 
the budget of the Metropolitan Council as determined by the Board. 

Sec. 5. Bishops, Bishops Coadjutor, and Suffragan Bishops, of 
the member Dioceses, and Clergymen canonically resident within 
the territorial limits of the Metropolitan Council, may perform rites 
and conduct services within such territorial limits without regard to 
diocesan boundaries; Provided, however, that their official acts shall 
be reported to the diocesan office of the member Diocese within 
whose boundaries such acts were performed, for inclusion in the 
canonical records of such Diocese. 

6(a) A Metropolitan Council formed by two or more Dioceses 
may be dissolved by action of the Bishop and Convention of any 
member Diocese. 

(b) Upon dissolution of the Metropolitan Council, the Secretary 
thereof shall notify the Secretary of the General Convention of such 
dissolution, and the territory, program, and functions, which had 
been transferred to the Metropolitan Council, shall revert to the 
member Dioceses. 


Resolution adopted 
[Communicated to the House of Bishops by Message No. 169.] 


S46 ANS SPT a 8 
House of Bishops—Ninth Day 


Message No. 169 from the House of Deputies was referred to 
the Committee on Canons. 


1967] CANONS 3577 


On the recommendation of its Committee on Canons, the House 
voted not to concur. 


[Communicated to the House of Deputies by Message No. 239.] 


Canons—Proposed Canon 2, “Of Ecumenical Relations” 
(Not Adopted) 


House of Bishops—Second Day 


The Bishop of Milwaukee, for the Committee on Ecumenical 
Relations, moved that the House approve the substance of Resolu- 
tion + 1 of the Report of the Joint Commission on Ecumenical 
Relations, which proposed the enactment of a Canon that would 
make the Joint Commission a Standing Commission of the General 
Convention. 

Motion carried 

The Resolution was referred to the Committee on Canons. 


House of Bishops—Fifth Day 


The Bishop of the Dominican Republic, for the Committee on 
Canons, reported that the said Committee had found the proposed 
new Canon, “On Ecumenical Relations”, to be in proper form. 


Bishop Kellogg moved the following Resolution: 


Resolved, the House of Deputies concurring, That a new Canon, 
to be known as Canon 8, be adopted as follows: 


CANON 8 
Of Ecumenical Relations 


Section 1 (a). There shall be a Standing Joint Commission of the 
General Convention on Ecumenical Relations. It shall be charged 
with initiating, conducting, and reviewing, relationships with other 
Christian bodies and inter-Church organizations and making rec- 
ommendations to the General Convention thereon, with a view to 
the development of a comprehensive and co-ordinated policy and 
strategy on inter-Church co-operation and Church unity. 

(b). In harmony with the formularies and canons of this Church, 
the Commission shall conduct discussions with representatives of 
other Churches, separately or in ecumenical gatherings, on questions 
of Faith and Order, theology, Church law, tradition, and worship, 
and other matters of common concern. 

(c). The Commission shall, from time to time, nominate to the 
Executive Council representatives of this Church to serve on the 
Assembly of the World Council of Churches, on the General As- 
sembly and General Board of the National Council of Churches, 
and in such other national or international ecumenical gatherings as 
shall require a broadly representative delegation from this Church. 

(d). The Commission shall maintain contact with other Prov- 
inces and regional Churches of the Anglican Communion on matters 
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of ecumenical relations and on such other matters of inter-Anglican 
concern as may be referred to it, from time to time, by the Presiding 
Bishop, the House of Bishops, or the General Convention. 

(e). In addition to its work of ecumenical relations (namely, 
relations among Christians), the Commission may, in its discretion, 
undertake dialogue with representatives of other religions, for the 
enhancement of inter-religious understanding and co-operation, and 
make recommendations to the General Convention thereon. 

Sec. 2 (a). The Commission shall consist of 34 members, as 
follows: ten Bishops appointed by the Presiding Bishop, and ten 
Presbyters and ten Lay Persons appointed by the President of the 
House of Deputies, plus four members ex officio, namely, the Pre- 
siding Bishop, the President of the House of Deputies, the Director 
of the Overseas Department of the Executive Council, and the 
Ecumenical Officer of the Executive Council. 

Five Bishops, five Presbyters, and five Lay Persons shall be 
appointed for six-year terms and the remainder for three-year terms 
during the first triennium; thereafter, all appointments shall be for 
six years, beginning on the first day of January of the appropriate 
year. 

(b). The Commission shall elect its own Chairman, Secretary, 
and such other officers as it shall require, and shall have power to 
constitute committees for the carrying on of its work. Such commit- 
tees may include non-members of the Commission, who shall not 
thereby be entitled to seats on the Commission itself. The Ecumeni- 
cal Officer of the Executive Council shall serve as staff officer of 
the Commission. 

(c). Wacancies in the appointed membership shall be filled by 
the presiding officer of the appropriate House. 

Sec. 3. The expenses of the Commission shall be met by appro- 
priations from the Budget of the General Convention. 


Resolution adopted 


The Bishop of West Missouri moved that the proposed new 
Canon become Canon 2 rather than Canon 8. 


Motion carried 


[Communicated to the House of Deputies by Message No. 100.] 


House of Deputies—Fifth Day 


Message No. 100 from the House of Bishops was referred to the 
Committee on Canons. 


The Committee on Canons considered the matter and prepared 
a report thereon (Report # 32) 


Report # 32 of the Committee on Canons, however, was not 
presented to the House for its action. 


The matter, therefore, died for lack of concurrent action. 
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Canons—Proposed Re-numbering (Not Adopted) 
House of Deputies—Ninth Day 


The Rev. Mr. Robertson presented Report + 25 of the Com- 
mittee on Canons, in respect of HD 323, a Resolution sponsored 
by the Rev. Mr. Newlin of Lexington, proposing the re-numbering 
of the code of Canons in a fashion that would make unnecessary 
a re-numbering every time a new Canon is enacted. 


The Rev. Mr. Robertson moved the following Resolution: 


Resolved, the House of Bishops concurring, That the Committee on 
Canons be authorized to re-number the code of Canons of this Church, 
using a decimal system similar to that used in The Green Book 1967. 

Resolution adopted 


[Communicated to the House of Bishops by Message No. 183.] 
dis atat Vicks: pena 


House of Bishops—Ninth Day 
Message No. 183 from the House of Deputies was received. 


The Bishop of the Dominican Republic, for the Committee on 
Canons, moved that the House concur. 
The House did not concur 
[Communicated to the House of Deputies by Message No. 235.] 


Canons—Report of Committee to Certify Changes 


The Sixty-Second General Convention, meeting in Seattle, Wash- 
ington, Diocese of Olympia, from September 17 to 27, 1967, 
adopted amendments to the Canons, as follows: 


1. Canon 1, Sec. 1(b}/-Setting terms of office, President and. Vice- 
President, House of Deputies. 

. Canon I, new Sec. 2—-Regulating Joint Committees and Joint 

Commissions. 

. Canon 1, new Sec. 4—Prescribing early election of Deputies. 

. Canon 1, Sec. 6—Removing dollar-amount of assessment for the 

contingent expenses of the Convention. 

. Canon 2, Sec. 2—Setting term of office of the Presiding Bishop at 

12 years. 

Canon 2, Sec. 4—Prescribing the duties of the Presiding Bishop. 

. Canon 2, Sec. 5—Providing for personal assistants for the Presiding 

Bishop. 

: ri 4, Sec. 1—Prescribing the functions and membership of the 

Executive Council. 

. Ganon 4, Sec. 9—Providing for employment in the mission field of 
professional persons who need not be communicants. 
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Canon 5, Sec. 1—Setting the date of March 1 for the sending of 
Parochial Reports to the Executive Council. 

Canon 5, new Sec. 2—Prescribing Annual Diocesan Reports. 

Canon Ss Sec. 3 (old Sec. 2)—Prescribing the duties of diocesan 
Secretaries in respect of annual journals, and of the Committee on 
the State of the Church. 

Canon 7, Secs. 1 & 4—-Authorizing The Church Pension Fund to 
administer life, health, and accident insurance, and changing date 
©1958” to “1967”. 

Canon 8, Sec. 1—Amending lists of member-Dioceses of Provinces 
VIII & IX. 

Canon 8, Sec. 7—Permitting Provincial Synods to prescribe the size 
of diocesan deputations. 

Canon 8, Sec. 9—Amending provision for “credit on quota” for 
work done by Provinces. 

Canon 20—Adding The Jerusalem Bible to the list of authorized 
versions of the Holy Scriptures. 

Canon 21, new Sec. 6—Prescribing the duties of Custodian of the 
Standard Book of Common Prayer in respect of material authorized 
for trial use. 

Canon 26, Sec. 5(d)—Amending educational requirements for Pos- 
tulancy for persons of distinctive or foreign culture. 

Canon 34, Sec. 10(a) (3)—Extending the above provisions to re- 
quirements for Candidateship. 

Canon 44, Sec. 2({) and new (g)—Regarding Pastoral Letters and 
Position Papers. 

Canon 48—Amending provisions in respect of persons, not Min- 
isters of this Church, officiating therein. 

Canon 49, new Sec. 5—Providing for the administration of the 
Chalice by specially licensed Lay Readers. 

Canon 55, Sec. 23—Raising to 10 (from 3) the number of Bishops 
who must sign a presentment. 

Canon 56, Sec. 2—Prescribing procedure for presenting a Bishop 
for trial on charge of deviant teaching. 


We, the undersigned, appointed pursuant to Canon 66, Section 4 
(a), to certify changes in the Canons, have examined the actions 
of the General Convention in respect of amendments to the Canons 
and certify that, to the best of our knowledge, 


1. The foregoing amendments were adopted; 


2. No other action to amend the Canons was adopted. 


(Signed) 
For the House of Bishops 


John P. Craine 
Paul A. Kellogg 


For the House of Deputies 


J. William Robertson 
Philip Adams 
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Chalice, Administration of, in Federal Prisons 
House of Bishops—Third Day 


The Suffragan Bishop (Burgess) of Massachusetts, for the Com- 
mittee on Memorials and Petitions, reported out of Committee, 
with no recommendation, the Memorial from the Diocese of Har- 
risburg on the subject of the denial of the right to administer the 
Chalice to inmates of Federal prisons. 


The Suffragan Bishop of Harrisburg moved the Resolution, as 
follows: 


Whereas, The Chief of the Bureau of Prisons and the Wardens of the 
United States Federal Penitentiaries, meeting in conference, have re- 
fused to permit the administration of the Chalice to Church-member 
inmates; be it 

Resolved, the House of Deputies concurring, That this 62nd General 
Convention appeal this arbitrary ruling in violation of Art. I of the 
United States Constitution and take proper steps, including, if necessary, 
a request from the Presiding Bishop to the Attorney General of the 
United States, to have this rule rescinded. 

Resolution adopted 


[Communicated to the House of Deputies by Message No. 57.] 





—@——_— 


House of Deputies—Fourth Day 


Message No. 57 from the House of Bishops was received and 
referred to the Committee on National and International Problems. 


House of Deputies—Ninth Day 


The Rev. Mr. Pollard of Tennessee presented Report + 8 of the 
Committee on National and International Problems, as follows: 


The Committee has met and considered Message No. 57 from the 
House of Bishops and has consulted several priests who have celebrated . 
the Holy Eucharist in Federal prisons and who are familiar with the 
problem to which it is addressed. On the basis of this consideration, the 
Committee recommends that the House of Deputies concur with the 
Resolution which has been adopted by the House of Bishops. 

The House concurred 


[Communicated to the House of Bishops by Message No. 186.] 


Christian Unity Goal 
House of Bishops—Second Day 


The Bishop of Milwaukee, for the Committee on Ecumenical 
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Relations, moved the following Resolution, as proposed by the 
Joint Commission on Ecumenical Relations; to wit: 


Whereas, This Church has, in the statement of the. House of Bishops 
in Chicago, 1886, and in subsequent affirmations thereof, expressed its 
commitment to Church unity in the following terms: 

(1) Our earnest desire that the Saviour’s prayer “that we all may 
be one”, may, in its deepest and truest sense, be speedily fulfilled; 

(2) That we believe that all who have been duly baptized with 
water in the Name of the Father, and of the Son, and of the Holy 
Ghost, are members of the Holy Catholic Church; 

(3) That in all things of human ordering or human choice, relating 
to modes of worship and discipline, or to traditional customs, this 
Church is ready in the spirit of love and humility to forego all pref- 
erences of her own; 

(4) That this Church does not seek to absorb other Communions, 
but rather, co-operating with them on the basis of a common Faith 
and Order, to discountenance schism, to heal the wounds of the Body 
of Christ, and to promote the charity which is the chief of Christian 
graces and the visible manifestation of Christ to the world; 

and 

Whereas, The Consultation on Church Union, in Principles of Church 
Union, adopted in 1966, has declared: “The people of God exist as 
one people, and only one, of every nationality and race and tongue. They 
have been made so in Christ; and he wills that they make this unity 
evident.”; and, in its Open Letter to the Churches, has said, “We 
recognize also that the united body proposed will still be far from the 
wholeness of the body of Christ . . . We have imagined this structure 
as best we could, to keep it open to all others who with ourselves seek 
a wider unity of catholic and evangelical traditions, alike reformed by 
every true obedience to God”; now, therefore, be it 

Resolved, the House of Deputies concurring, That this General Con- 
vention affirm that the object of this Church’s ecumenical policy is to 
press toward the visible unity of the whole Christian fellowship in the 
faith and truth of Jesus Christ, developing and sharing in its various 
dialogues and consultations in such a way that the goal be neither ob- 
scured nor compromised and that each separate activity be a step toward 
the fullness of unity for which our Saviour prayed. 

Resolution adopted 


[Communicated to the House of Deputies by Message No. 44.] 
ett SR Stee oerede 
House of Deputies—Third Day 


Message No. 44 from the House of Bishops was received and 
referred to the Committee on Ecumenical Relations. 


House of Deputies—Seventh Day 


The Rev. Mr. O’Leary of Western Michigan presented Report 
# 9 of the Committee on Ecumenical Relations, and moved con- 
currence with the House of Bishops, with the request that, if 
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possible, in any reprinting of the report of the Joint Commission, 
this Resolution, which was # 6 in the pre-Convention Report, be 
placed at the head of the series. 
The House concurred 
[Communicated to the House of Bishops by Message No. 106.] 


Church School Missionary Offering 
House of Deputies—Ninth Day 


The Rev. Mr. Krumm of New York presented Report + 9 of the 
Committee on Christian Education, as follows: 


Your Committee has considered two Memorials on the subject of the 
Church School Missionary Offering that were referred to it; namely 
HD 157 from the Diocese of Northwest Texas, proposing that each 
Diocese determine the disposition of the funds raised by the congrega- 
tions in its jurisdiction; and HD 202 from the Executive Council pro- 
posing that the offering be a national project, with national promotional 
materials, and a single objective for the whole Church. 

Your Committee has also interviewed representatives of the Diocese 
and of the Executive Council’s Department of Christian Education. 
Your Committee recommends the adoption of the following Reso- 
ution: 

Whereas, There has been a decline in recent years in the Church 

School Missionary Offering transmitted to the Executive Council; and 

Whereas, The call to mission should be kept before all Churchmen 
at all times; therefore, be it 

Resolved, the House of Bishops concurring, That there continue to 
be an annual Church School Missionary Offering in the parishes and 
missions of the Church; and be it further 

Resolved, the House of Bishops concurring, That there be an annual 
designation by the Executive Council of a specific object of this offer- 
ing and that the Council be directed to provide promotional material 
for such an offering; and be it further 

Resolved, the House of Bishops concurring, That any Diocese or 

Missionary District choosing to do so be, and is hereby, recognized 

as having the right to designate some different object for such an 

offering, such as a “Companion Diocese”. 
Resolution adopted 


[Communicated to the House of Bishops by Message No. 189.] 
> 


House of Bishops—Ninth Day 
Message No. 189 from the House of Deputies was received. 


The Suffragan Bishop (Goddard) of Texas moved that the 
House concur. 
The House concurred 
[Communicated to the House of Deputies by Message No. 234.] 


364 CONCURRENT ACTIONS [1967 


Church Schools and Minority Groups 
House of Bishops—Fourth Day 


The Suffragan Bishop of Washington, for the Committee on So- 
cial and International Affairs, moved the following Resolution: 


Whereas, Lack of education is a major barrier to the advancement of 
minority groups; and 

Whereas, Bishops, priests, and laymen of the Church serve in posi- 
tions of authority in the administration of private schools and other 
institutions related to. the Church in various ways; be it 

Resolved, the House of Deputies concurring, That the 62nd General 
Convention urge all schools and other institutions related to this Church 
to take aggressive steps to recruit, and give scholarship aid when indi- 
cated, to students from minority groups, especially those who are poor, 
and to develop, both during the school year and in Summer sessions, 
school programs for children who have been deprived of equal educa- 
tional opportunities; and be it further 

Resolved, the House of Deputies concurring, That each Diocese be 
urged to develop means whereby principles of non-discrimination may 
be enforced in schools and other institutions directly owned and admin- 
istered by the Diocese or any parish. 

Resolution adopted 
[Communicated to the House of Deputies by Message No. 79.] 


a a a  , 


House of Deputies—Fifth Day 

Message No. 79 from the House of Bishops was received and 
referred to the Committee on Christian Social Relations. 
House of Deputies—Eighth Day 


The Rev. Mr. Mollegen of Virginia presented Report # 14 of 
the Committee on Christian Social Relations. 


On behalf of the Committee, the Rev. Mr. Mollegen moved that 
the House concur. 


The House concurred 
[Communicated to the House of Bishops by Message No. 151.] 


_——— 


House of Bishops—Ninth Day 


Message No. 151 from the House of Deputies was received. 
Through a clerical error, it appeared that the House of Deputies 
had concurred with amendments. 
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The Bishop of Florida moved that the House of Bishops concur 
with the supposed amendments. 
The House concurred 
[Communicated to the House of Deputies by Message No. 200.] 


Clergy Deployment 
House of Bishops—Fourth Day 


The Bishop of Chicago, for the Committee on Memorials and 
Petitions, reported that the Committee had considered Memorials 
from the Dioceses of Massachusetts and Southern Ohio on the sub- 
ject of the placement of the clergy and also the Report of the Special 
Committee on Clergy-Placement. 


Bishop Burrill moved the following Resolutions, which had been 
proposed by the Special Committee; to wit: 


1. Resolved, the House of Deputies concurring, That there be estab- 
lished a Joint Commission on the Deployment of the Clergy, composed 
of four Bishops, four Presbyters, and six Lay Persons; the said Joint 
Commission to be charged with investigating and studying (with a 
view to making recommendations thereon to the 63rd General Con- 
vention) such matters as 

a. Current and future manpower needs of the Church, 

b. Methods for the more efficient deploying of the Church’s ordained 
ministry, 

c. Means for facilitating the processes of clergy-placement, 

d. Types of auxiliary ministries—their recruiting and training, 

e. Tenure, 

f. Continuing education and re-education for special ministries. 

Resolution adopted 
[Communicated to the House of Deputies by Message No. 73.] 

2. Resolved, the House of Deputies concurring, That there be appro- 
priated, from the budget of the General Convention, the sum of 
$30,000.00 for the fiscal triennium 1967-1970 for the contingent 
expenses of the Joint Commission on the Deployment of the Clergy. 

Resolution adopted 


[Communicated to the House of Deputies by Message No. 74.] 


ee ee 


House of Deputies—Fourth Day 


Messages No. 73 and No. 74 from the House of Bishops were 
received. 


Message No. 73 was referred to the Joint Committee on Commit- 
tees and Commissions. 
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Message No. 74 was referred to the Joint Committee on Ex- 
penses. 


House of Deputies—Eighth Day 


The Rev. Mr. Curry of Western Massachusetts presented Report 
+# 10 of the Joint Committee on Committees and Commissions, and 
moved that the House concur with the House of Bishops in adopting 
the action contained in its Message + 73, with the following Amend- 
ment: 


That the Joint Commission be composed of 2 Bishops, 2 Presbyters, 
and 6 Lay Persons. 


The House concurred, with Amendments 
[Communicated to the House of Bishops by Message No. 169A.] 


Mr. Flournoy of Southern Virginia, for the Joint Committee on 
Expenses, moved that the House concur, with Amendment, with 
Message No. 74, appropriating $24,000.00 rather than $30,000.00 
for the expenses of the Joint Commisison. 

The House concurred, with Amendments 
[Communicated to the House of Bishops by Message No. 161C.] 


es See SR eet 


House of Bishops—Ninth Day 


The Bishop of Michigan moved that the House concur with the 
amendments contained in Message No. 169A from the House of 
Deputies, regarding the composition of the Joint Commission on 
the Deployment of the Clergy. 

The House concurred 

[Communicated to the House of Deputies by Message No. 229.] 


The Bishop of Southern Ohio moved that the House concur with 
the amendment contained in Message No. 161C from the House 
of Deputies, reducing the appropriation for the said Joint Com- 
mission by $6,000.00. 


The House concurred 
[Communicated to the House of Deputies by Message No. 216A.] 
Clergy-Information Depository 
House of Bishops—Fourth Day 


The Bishop of Chicago, for the Committee on Memorials and 
Petitions, moved the adoption of Resolution # 3 of the Report of 
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the Special Committee on Clergy-Placement, which proposed that 
there be set up, in the Division of Christian Ministries of the Exec- 
utive Council, a central depository of information concerning the 
clergymen of the Church, as an aid to the more effective deploy- 
ment of the clergy, the depository to be funded out of the General 
Church Program. 


It was moved that the matter be re-committed. 
Motion not carried 
(39 aye—57 no) 


The Question was put, as follows: 


Resolved, the House of Deputies concurring, That there be appro- 
priated in the General Church Program, the sum of $50,000.00 for each 
of the years 1968, 1969, and 1970; the said sums to be allocated to the 
Division of Christian Ministries of the Home Department, for the pur- 
pose of establishing and maintaining a central clergy-information de- 
pository and referral bureau. 


Resolution adopted 
[Communicated to the House of Deputies by Message No. 75.] 


The Bishop of Chicago then moved that the Committee on Me- 
morials and Petitions be discharged from further consideration of 
Memorials from the Dioceses of Massachusetts and Southern Ohio 
on the same subject. 

Motion carried 


a eee ee 


House of Deputies—Fourth Day 


Message No. 75 was received from the House of Bishops and 
referred to the Joint Committee on Program and Budget. 


House of Deputies—Ninth Day 


Mr. Wilson of Delaware presented Report + 8 of the Joint Com- 
mittee on Program and Budget, and recommended that the House 
do not concur with the House of Bishops, for the following reasons: 


1. No firm budget has been presented to the Joint Committee on 
Program and Budget for this purpose, but rather a round figure. 

2. Provision for consideration of this matter has been already re- 
ferred to the Division of Christian Ministries and the responsibility 
accepted by them. f ; 

3. The basic question of co-ordination of requests by Joint Commit- 
tees and/or Commissions for Program Operating Funds is now under 
study by the Presiding Bishop. ; 

The House did not concur 


[Communicated to the House of Bishops by Message No. 199.] 


368 CONCURRENT ACTIONS [1967 


Clergy-Salary Study . 
House of Deputies—Fourth Day 


Mr. Causey of Virginia presented Report # 6 of the Committee 
on the State of the Church, and moved the following Resolution, 
in lieu of HD 67, as proposed by the Executive Council’s Commit- 
tee on Clergy-Salaries; to wit: 


Whereas, It appears from the Clergy-Salary Study that the salaries 
and perquisites of the clergy of this Church are in many instances 
inadequate; be it ~ 

Resolved, the House of Bishops concurring, That the 62nd General 
Convention authorize and instruct the Presiding Bishop and the Execu- 
tive Council to undertake a full analysis and evaluation of the data 
developed in the Clergy-Salary Study completed by the Executive Coun- 
cil in 1967; and be it further 

Resolved, the House of Bishops concurring, That the Presiding Bishop 
and the Executive Council be authorized to co-ordinate and correlate 
the said evaluation and its implications with all appropriate agencies of 
the General Convention; and be it further 

Resolved, the House of Bishops concurring, That the Executive Coun- 
cil report, with appropriate recommendations for an adequate increase 
in the salaries and perquisites of the Bishops and clergy of this Church, 
to the 63rd General Convention or to any adjourned session of this 
General Convention. 

Resolution adopted 
[Communicated to the House of Bishops in Message No. 71.] 


Oo 


House of Bishops—Sixth Day 
The Secretary read Message No. 71 from the House of Deputies. 


The Bishop of West Missouri moved to amend the last “Re- 
solved” clause by adding the word “other” before “clergy” in the 
phrase “Bishops and clergy”. 

Motion carried 


The Bishop of Newark moved that the House concur, with 
Amendments, with the House of Deputies in the action communi- 
cated by Message No. 71. 

The House concurred, with Amendments 

[Communicated to the House of Deputies by Message No. 102.] 


—<—_<_<_—_<_§— 


House of Deputies—Sixth Day 


Message No. 102 was received from the House of Bishops. 
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It was moved and seconded— 


That this House concur with the amendments adopted by the House of 
Bishops to the action communicated in our Message No. 71. 


The House concurred 
[Communicated to the House of Bishops by Message No. 97.] 


College Work—Ecumenical Orientation 
House of Deputies—Second Day 


The Rev. Mr. Krumm of New York presented Report # 4 of the 
Committee on Christian Education, with regard to HD 208 and 
HD 209, Memorials from the Episcopal Churchwomen of the 
Diocese of Ohio, on the subject of the Church’s ministry on col- 
lege campuses. 


Inasmuch as HD 208 had been referred, also, to the Committee 
on Ecumenical Relations and HD 209, also, to the Committee on 
Theological Education, and neither of the Committees was pre- 
pared to report at that time, action was deferred and the matter 
was placed on the Calendar. 


House of Deputies—Third Day 


The Rev. Mr. O’Leary of Western Michigan presented Report 
+ 2 of the Committee on Ecumenical Relations and moved to be 
discharged from further consideration of HD 209. 

Motion carried 


The Rev. Mr. Coburn of Massachusetts presented Report + 2 
of the Committee on Theological Education and moved to be dis- 
charged from further consideration of HD 208. 

Motion carried 


Item No. 7 was taken from the Calendar, being Report + 4 of 
the Committee on Christian Education, as follows: 


The Committee is of the opinion that the wording of the proposed 
Resolutions contained in Memorials HD 208 and HD 209 are ambigu- 
ous in part. The Committee, therefore, recommends a single Substitute 
Resolution as follows: 

Resolved, the House of Bishops concurring, That this Convention 
reaffirm its conviction of the importance of a strong and ecumenically 
oriented college-chaplaincy program and urge a greater interest and 
support, on the part of the members of the Church, of the ministries 
now functioning in college and university communities. 

Resolution adopted 


[Communicated to the House of Bishops by Message No. 48.] 
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House of Bishops—Fourth Day 
The Secretary read Message No. 48 from the House of Deputies. 


The Bishop Coadjutor of Alabama moved that the House concur. 
The House concurred 
[Communicated to the House of Deputies by Message No. 66.] 


Communion Discipline 
House of Bishops—Third Day 


The Bishop Coadjutor of South Dakota, for the Committee on 
Ecumenical Relations, moved the following Resolution: 


Whereas, This House, at its 1964 meeting in St. Louis, Missouri, re- 
ferred to the Joint Commission on Ecumenical Relations its Resolution 
on Admission to the Holy Communion of all Baptized Persons, with 
which Resolution the House of Deputies did not concur; and 

Whereas, The result of the said Joint Commission’s consideration of 
the said Resolution has been the adoption of a Statement on Communion 
Discipline which appears as Annex F of the Report of the said Joint 
Commission to this Convention; be it 

Resolved, the House of Deputies concurring, That this General Con- 
vention express its gratitude to the Joint Commission on Ecumenical 
Relations for the said Statement on Communion Discipline; and be it 
further 

Resolved, the House of Deputies concurring, That this 62nd General 
Convention accept and endorse the said Statement, which is, by ref- 
ae made an integral part of this Resolution. (See Part IV, page 
9.54 


The Bishop of Fond du Lac moved to amend the attached State- 
ment by adding, after the third paragraph thereof, the following 
words: 


For these reasons, clergymen of The Episcopal Church may extend no 
public invitation to the Holy Communion, except those words on page 
75 of the Book of Common Prayer. 


Motion not carried 


The Bishop Coadjutor of Louisiana moved to amend the State- 
ment by inserting, in the fifth paragraph thereof, after the words, 
“We believe that”, the words, “such Baptized persons”. 


Motion carried 


The Bishop of West Virginia moved to amend the Statement, in 


the fourth paragraph, by adding, after the words, “have been bap- 
tized”, the words, ‘“‘with water’. 


Motion not carried 
The previous question, with the attached Statement on 
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Communion Discipline, as amended, was put to a vote. 


, Resolution adopted 
[Communicated to the House of Deputies by Message No. 62.] 


———_o—x—uuuwm 


House of Deputies—Fourth Day 


Message No. 62 was received from the House of Bishops and 
was referred to the following Committees: Book of Common 
Prayer, Amendments to the Constitution, and Ecumenical Rela- 
tions. 


House of Deputies—Seventh Day 


The Rev. Mr. O’Leary of Western Michigan presented Report 
+ 10 of the Committee on Ecumenical Relations, as follows: 
Your Committee has considered Message No. 62 from the House of 
Bishops, with its attached Statement on Communion Discipline, and 
moves concurrence, with the following amendment to the said Statement: 
Add to the end of the fifth paragraph thereof the following clause: 
“since this Statement does not authorize what is commonly known 
as ‘Open Communion’ ”. 
The Rev. Mr. Lemoine of Long Island presented Report + 16 of 
the Committee on the Book of Common Prayer, requesting to be 
discharged from further consideration of the matter. 


Mr. Jones of Central New York presented Report + 19 of the 
Committee on Amendments to the Constitution, likewise asking to 
be discharged of the matter. 

Committees discharged 


A brief debate ensued. 


The Question was put. 
The House concurred, with Amendments 


The Chair led the House in singing the Doxology. 
[Communicated to the House of Bishops by Message No. 102.] 


ee eee ee 


House of Bishops—Eighth Day 


Message No. 102 was received from the House of Deputies and 
read by the Secretary. 
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The Bishop of Alaska moved that the House concur. 
The House concurred 
[Communicated to the House of Deputies by Message No. 160.] 


[SS 


By the foregoing actions, the General Convention adopted the 
following: 


Statement on Communion Discipline 


The Holy Communion must be seen in its proper context of the 
fellowship of committed Christians in the household of the Apos- 
tolic Faith, to which we are admitted by Baptism. In the historic 
tradition which The Episcopal Church maintains and practices, the 
baptized member completes his baptismal initiation by personal 
profession of faith and loyalty, and so proceeds to the blessing of 
Confirmation and participation in the Holy Eucharist. 


In the historic Churches, Eastern and Western, the Bishop, as the 
center of unity of the Christian family, is active in the whole proc- 
ess—authorizing the administration of Baptism (usually by a priest, 
but sometimes by a deacon or a layman); confirming, either in 
person or (in some traditions) by delegation to a priest; ordaining 
the celebrant of the Eucharist, if he does not officiate at it himself. 


The normative condition of the Church is union in one fellowship, 
at once of faith, sacramental practice, personal relations, and 
Church Order; and this is, therefore, the situation which the services 
and rules of the Prayer Book embody. 


The anomalous situation of Christian division requires us to ac- 
cept at the heart of our Christian experience the pain of divisions 
which the present ecumenical renewal of the Church is beginning 
to overcome. Yet all who have been baptized in the Name of the 
Father, the Son, and Holy Spirit, have been made members of the 
Body of Christ. 


Those who, in other Christian traditions than ours, have, by per- 
sonal profession of faith and personal commitment affirmed their 
status as members of the Body, may, on occasion, be led by their 
Christian obedience to wish to receive Communion in our Church. 
We believe that such baptized persons may properly do so, where 
the discipline of their own Church permits, not only at special occa- 
sions of ecumenical gatherings specifically looking toward Church 
unity, but also in circumstances of individual spiritual need; and 
that this does not require any rubrical or canonical changes, since 
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this Statement does not authorize what is commonly known as 
“Open Communion”. 


We hope that such recognition of the deep significance of our 
basic fellowship and Baptism will help to speed the day when all 
the children of God will be able to join in fellowship around the 
Table of the Lord. 


Community-Action Programs 
House of Deputies—Eighth Day 


The Rev. Mr. Bartlett of California presented Report # 5 of 
the Committee on Urban and Suburban Work, and moved the 
following Resolution: 


Whereas, In the “War on Poverty”, those funds designated as “versa- 
tile funds” can be used for Community-Action Organizations, as opposed 
to “non-versatile”, which must be used only for specified programs; and 

Whereas, The Congress has, from time to time, reduced these “versa- 
tile funds”, thereby weakening, and, in some cases, eliminating, pro- 
grams developed by local Community-Action Groups; therefore, be it 

Resolved, the House of Bishops concurring, That this General Con- 
vention urge all Episcopalians, both individually and through official 
bodies, to support the continuation and extension of such community- 
action programs, and to help provide sufficient safeguards which will 
prevent grass-roots neighborhood programs from being dominated by 
local government and municipal authorities. 

Resolution adopted 


[Communicated to the House of Bishops by Message No. 164.] 


ee ee 


House of Bishops—Ninth Day 


Message No. 164 from the House of Deputies was read by the 
Secretary. 


The Bishop of Southwestern Virginia moved that the House 
concur. 
The House concurred 
[Communicated to the House of Deputies by Message No. 211.] 


Conscientious Objection 
House of Bishops—Sixth Day 


The Suffragan Bishop (Burgess) of Massachusetts, for the Com- 
mittee on Memorials and Petitions, yielded to the Bishop Coadju- 
tor of Ohio to report on two Resolutions on the subject of Con- 
scientious Objection, which had been submitted to the Committee. 
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Bishop Burt reported that the Committee had_combined and 
re-drafted the two Resolutions. He then moved a Resolution con- 
sisting of a preamble and six “Resolved” clauses. 


The Suffragan Bishop of Harrisburg moved that the third “Re- 
solved” clause (which questioned the propriety, in a democratic 
society, of a permanent Selective Service system) be deleted. 

Motion carried 


Bishop Mitchell moved to change the word “religious” in the 
second clause to “Christian”, but inasmuch as the original word 
is an exact quotation from the Selective Service law, and, there- 
fore, not subject to amendment by this body, the motion to amend 
was not seconded. 


The Bishop of Delaware, for the Committee on Dispatch of Busi- 
ness, moved that further consideration be postponed until Monday. 
Motion carried 


House of Bishops—Seventh Day 


The consideration of the Resolution on Conscientious Objection 
was resumed. 


The Bishop of Upper South Carolina moved that the words “‘min- 
isters and” in the next-to-the-last clause be deleted. 
Motion carried 


The Resolution, as amended, was put to a vote, as follows: 


Whereas, The Bishops of the Anglican Communion affirmed at Lam- 
beth in 1958 (echoing similar words in 1930 and 1940), that war “as 
a method of settling international disputes is incompatible with the 
teaching and example of our Lord Jesus Christ”; and 

Whereas, The House of Bishops of this Church, while recognizing a 
Christian’s basic obligation to the State and for obedience to law, has 
affirmed on several occasions that in any conflict of loyalties he must 
still be guided by his conscience in obedience to God as revealed in 
Jesus Christ; and 

Whereas, This Church, by General Convention Resolution in 1934, 
petitioned the Congress of the United States to recognize non-combatant 
status for those who, by reason of conscience, refuse to serve in the 
military forces of the United States; and, in 1940, established for such 
persons a Register of Conscientious Objectors; and 

Whereas, A fresh statement on the position of this Church with 
regard to conscientious objection against war is now needed to guide 
our clergymen in their counseling task, in the light of the Selective 
Service Act of 1967, such statement to serve also as a guide for those 
who must interpret this Church’s position to inter-Church, inter-faith, 
and secular committees; therefore, be it 

Resolved, the House of Deputies concurring, That this Convention 
hereby recognize the propriety both of non-combatant service with the 
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military and of civilian alternative service as legitimate methods for 
discharging one’s obligation of service to this country as a conscientious 
objector against war; and be it further 

Resolved, the House of Deputies concurring, That we urge the Con- 
gress to broaden the Selective Service law, which presently restricts 
conscientious objection to those who so object for “reasons of religious 
training and belief”, by extending this status also to those who would 
take the stand for other ethical and moral considerations, not necessarily 
associated with traditional religious commitment; and be it further 

Resolved, the House of Deputies concurring, That we urge our Gov- 
ernment to continue a review and revision of the present Selective 
Service System so as to eliminate persisting inequities, which include, 
among others, a failure by many local draft boards to reflect in their 
membership the racial and economic complexion of. that local commu- 
nity; and be it further 

Resolved, the House of Deputies concurring, That the special defer- 
ment from the draft now accorded seminarians (i.e., 1V-D) be discon- 
tinued; and be it further 

Resolved, the House of Deputies concurring, That the several Dioceses 
and the staff of the Executive Council be urged to provide counsel and 
legal advice to those members of our Church who have problems of 
conscience with regard to the prospect of the military draft, co-operating 
with, and assisting wherever possible, other community agencies engaged 
in this counseling service. : 

Resolution carried 


[Communicated to the House of Deputies by Message No. 127.] 


House of Deputies—Seventh Day 


Message No. 127 was received from the House of Bishops and 
referred to the Committee on National and International Problems. 


House of Deputies—Ninth Day 


The Rev. Mr. Pollard of Tennessee presented Report # 14 of 
the Committee on National and International Problems, and moved 
that the House concur with the House of Bishops in its action on 
Conscientious Objection. 


Mr. Cheney of Mississippi moved that the Question be divided. 
Motion carried 


Resolutions 1, 2, and 3 were moved severally. 
Resolutions adopted 


It was moved that the word “deferment” in Resolution 4 be 
changed to the accurate word “exemption”. 
Motion carried 
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Resolution 4, as amended, was moved. | 
Resolution adopted 


Resolution 5 was moved. : 
Resolution adopted 


The Question was then put, “Shall this House concur, with 
Amendments, with the House of Bishops in adopting the action 
communicated in its Message No. 127?” 

The House concurred, with Amendments 

[Communicated to the House of Bishops by Message No. 188.] 


——_——_———_—e———_—_ 


House of Bishops—Ninth Day 


Message No. 188 from the House of Deputies was read by the 
Secretary. 


The Bishop of Delaware moved that the House concur with the 
amendments proposed by the House of Deputies. 
The House concurred 
[Communicated to the House of Deputies by Message No. 233.] 


Conscientious Objection—Selective 
House of Bishops—Seventh Day 


The Bishop Coadjutor of Ohio, for the Committee on Memorials 
and Petitions, reported that the said Committee had no recom- 
mendations to make in respect of a proposed Resolution on Selec- 
tive Objection to War. 


The Bishop of West Texas moved the adoption of the following 
Resolution: 


Whereas, The weaponry of modern warfare has vastly increased the 
danger that conflicts begun with limited objectives may easily escalate 
into worldwide holocaust; and 

Whereas, \t has been the experience of this nation in recent years to 
become involved in war without the formal declaration of such by 
Congress and the prior deliberate process envisioned thereby; and 

Whereas, A Christian participates in any particular war only because 
he believes the alternative of non-resistance would permit evils worse 
than war; and 

Whereas, We hold that such belief requires the weighing of relative 
moral issues, a process in which Christians will differ one from another; 
therefore, be it 

Resolved, the House of Deputies concurring, That this Convention 
recognize the right of a man to object, on grounds of conscience, to 
participation in a particular war, even though he may not embrace a 
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position of pacifism in relation to all war, and urge our Government to 
enshrine such a right in the laws pertaining to Selective Service. 


The Bishop of Rochester moved the following amendments: 


1. That the first paragraph of the preamble be deleted. 

2. That a new paragraph be added to the preamble, to be inserted im- 
mediately before the Resolution proper, the said paragraph to read 
as follows: 

“Whereas, The United States and her allies in World War II based 
their case for the prosecution of war-criminals on the ground that 
obedience to orders was no excuse for individual acts known by their 
perpetrators to be wrong;” 


The Bishop of Milwaukee asked that the amendment be divided. 


The Bishop of Delaware moved that the first proposal (the 
deletion of the first paragraph of the original motion) be adopted. 
Motion carried 


The Bishop of Delaware moved the second part of the proposed 
amendment, the addition of a new paragraph. 
Motion carried 


The Bishop of Michigan moved that the Resolution, as now 
amended, be re-committed to the Committee on Memorials and 
Petitions. 

Motion carried 


The Bishop Coadjutor of Ohio, for the Committee, which had 
met and considered the action taken earlier in the day, moved the 
adoption of the following revised Resolution: 


Whereas, The House of Bishops, in 1964, recognized the right of all 
persons, for reasons of informed conscience, to object to particular laws 
and policies of the civil government, so long as “such persons (a) accept 
the legal penalty for their action, (b) carry out their protest in a non- 
violent manner, and (c) exercise severe restraint in urging this privilege 
of conscience, because of the danger of lawlessness attendant thereon”; 
and 


Whereas, A Christian, since he participates in any particular war only 
because he believes the alternative of non-resistance would permit evils 
worse than war, must weigh the relative moral issues involved in any 
and every war, an exercise in which Christians will inevitably differ 
one from another; and 


Whereas, This view was endorsed by the United States and her allies 
in the War-Crimes Trials following World War II, when they based 
the prosecution on a contention that obedience to orders was no excuse 
for individual acts known by their perpetrators to be wrong; and 


Whereas, It has been the experience of this nation in recent years to 
become involved in war without time for the prior deliberative process 
and formal declaration by Congress envisaged by our Constitution; 
therefore, be it 
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Resolved, the House of Deputies concurring, That this Convention 
recognize the right of a person to object, on grounds of conscience, to 
participation in a particular war,.even though he may not happen to 
embrace a position of pacifism in relation to all war, provided he voices 
such objection only after careful consideration of all relevant factors 
involved in that war, insofar as possible for him, and that he also is 
willing to serve his country in some other form of non-combatant or 
alternative service; and be it further 


Resolved, the House of Deputies concurring, That we urge our Gov- 
ernment to include such a right in the provisions of the Selective Service 
laws. 


The Bishop of Chicago moved to amend, by deleting the word 
“person” in the second “Resolved” clause, and substituting there- 
for the word “Christian”. 

Motion not carried 


Bishop Burrill then moved that the Resolutions be voted on 
separately. 
Motion carried 


Resolution # 1 was put. 
Resolution adopted 


Resolution + 2 was put. 
Resolution adopted 


The whole Resolution, with its preamble, was then moved. 
Resolution adopted 
[Communicated to the House of Deputies by Message No. 143.] 


EE 


House of Deputies—Seventh Day 


Message No. 143 was received from the House of Bishops and 
referred to the Committee on National and International Problems. 


House of Deputies—Ninth Day 


The Rev. Mr. Pollard presented Report # 15 of the Committee 
on National and International Problems, as follows: 


Your Committee has considered the Resolution contained in Message 
No. 143 from the House of Bishops and has found itself equally divided 
on it, six members voting for concurrence and six voting not to concur. 
It therefore presents it to this House for its action without recom- 
mendation. 


The entire Deputation of the Diocese of West Texas called for 
a vote by orders and Dioceses. 
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The results of the said vote were announced, as follows: 


Clerical: Ayes, 49; Noes 2814; Divided, 5. 
Lay: Ayes 2154; Noes, 5234; Divided, 5. 
The House did not concur 
[Communicated to the House of Bishops by Message No. 200.] 


Constitution—Amendments Adopted at the 
General Convention of 1967, having been 
Proposed by the General Convention of 1964. 


Constitution—Preamble 
House of Deputies—First Day 


Mr. Jones of Central New York presented Report # 2 of the 
Committee on Amendments to the Constitution, as follows: 


At the General Convention in 1964, an amendment to the Constitu- 
tion was proposed, to add a Preamble to the Constitution. 

The proposed amendment having been adopted by both Houses for 
submission, and having been duly submitted, to the several Dioceses and 
Missionary Districts and to the Convocation of the American Churches 
in Europe, your Committee, in accordance with the Constitution, now 
presents for consideration, and for adoption or rejection, the aforesaid 
proposed amendment to the Constitution, by offering the following 
Resolution: 


Resolved, the House of Bishops concurring, That a Preamble be 
added to the Constitution, the same to be an integral part of the 
Constitution, which Preamble shall read as follows: 

PREAMBLE 

The Protestant Episcopal Church in the United States of America, 
otherwise known as The Episcopal Church (which name is hereby rec- 
ognized as also designating the Church), is a constituent member of the 
Anglican Communion, a Fellowship within the One, Holy, Catholic, 
and Apostolic Church, of those duly constituted Dioceses, Provinces, 
and regional Churches in communion with the See of Canterbury, up- 
holding and propagating the historic Faith and Order as set forth in the 
Book of Common Prayer. This Constitution, adopted in October, 1789, 
as amended in subsequent General Conventions, sets forth the basic 
Articles for the Government of this Church, and of its overseas mis- 
sionary jurisdictions. 


Pursuant to Article XI. of the Constitution, the vote was by 
orders and Dioceses. 


The results of the vote were announced, as follows:, 


Clerical: Ayes, 7312; Noes, 614; Divided, 5. 
Lay: Ayes, 8112; Noes, 24%; Divided, 1. 

Resolution adopted 
[Communicated to the House of Bishops by Message No. 4.] 
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House of Bishops—Second Day 
Message No. 4 from the House of Deputies was received. 


The recommendations of the Committee on the Constitution hav- 
ing been already given, it was moved and seconded that the House 
concur with the House of Deputies in adopting a Preamble to the 
Constitution. 

The House concurred 

[Communicated to the House of Deputies by Message No. 21.] 


Article I., Section 3, Paragraph 2 
House of Bishops—First Day 


The Suffragan Bishop (Esquirol) of Connecticut, for the Commit- 
tee on the Constitution, moved the adoption of the amendment to 
Article I., Sec. 3, Paragraph 2, that had been proposed by the 
General Convention of 1964, as follows: 


Resolved, the House of Deputies concurring, That the second para- 
graph of Section 3 of Article I. of the Constitution be amended, so that 
Article I., Section 3, Paragraph 2, shall read as follows: 


But if the Presiding Bishop of the Church shall resign his office 
as such, or if by reason of infirmity he shall become disabled, or in 
case of his death, the Bishop who, according to the Rules of the 
House of Bishops, becomes its Presiding Officer, shall (unless the 
date of the next General Convention is within three months) imme- 
diately call a special meeting of the House of Bishops, to elect a 
member thereof to be the Presiding Bishop. The certificate of election 
on the part of the House of Bishops shall be sent by the Presiding 
Officer to the Standing Committees of the several Dioceses, and if a 
majority of the Standing Committees of all Dioceses shall concur in 
the election, the Bishop elected shall become the Presiding Bishop of 
the Church. 

Resolution adopted 
[Communicated to the House of Deputies by Message No. 5.] 


eplitiega) eb y gee 
House of Deputies—First Day 


Message No. 5 was received from the House of Bishops and 
referred to the Committee on Amendments to the Constitution. 


House of Deputies—Second Day 


Mr. Jones of Central New York presented Report + 3 of the 
Committee on Amendments to the Constitution, and moved that the 
House concur with the House of Bishops in amending Art. L, 
Sec. 3, Paragraph 2, of the Constitution. 
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The vote by orders and Dioceses was announced, as follows: 


Clerical: Ayes, 8242; Noes, 0; Divided, 0. 
Lay: Ayes, 8312; Noes, 0; Divided, 0. 
The House concurred unanimously 
[Communicated to the House of Bishops by Message No. 18.] 


Article I., Section 7 
House of Bishops—First Day 


The Suffragan Bishop (Esquirol) of Connecticut, for the Com- 
mittee on the Constitution, moved the adoption of the amendment 
of Section 7.of Article I., of the Constitution, as proposed by the 
General Convenion of 1964, as follows: 


Resolved, the House of Deputies concurring, That Section 7 of Article 
I. of the Constitution be amended, by changing the words “National 
Council”, where such words first appear in said Section, to read “Execu- 
BG Council”, so that the latter portion of said Section shall read as 
ollows: 


. but if there shall appear to the Presiding Bishop, acting with the 
advice and consent of the Executive Council of the Church or of a 
successor canonical body having substantially the powers now vested 
therein, sufficient cause for changing the place or date so appointed, 
he, with the advice and consent of such body, shall appoint another 
place or date, or both, for such meeting. Special meetings may be 
provided for by Canon. 

Resolution adopted 


[Communicated to the House of Deputies by Message No. 6.] 


—————————— 


House of Deputies—First Day 


Message No. 6 was received from the House of Bishops and 
referred to the Committee on Amendments to the Constitution. 


House of Deputies—Second Day 


Mr. Jones of Central New York presented Report # 4 of the 
Committee on Amendments to the Constitution, and moved that the 
House concur with the House of Bishops in amending Article L., 
Sec. 7, of the Constitution. 


The vote by orders and Dioceses was reported, as follows: 


Clerical: Ayes, 8242; Noes, 0; Divided, 0. 
Lay: Ayes, 83%; Noes, 0; Divided, 0. 
The House concurred unanimously 


[Communicated to the House of Bishops by Message No. 19.] 
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House of Bishops—First Day 


The Suffragan Bishop (Esquirol) of Connecticut, for the Com- 
mittee on the Constitution, moved the adoption of the amendment 
of Article II. of the Constitution by the enactment of a new Section 8, 
proposed by the General Convention of 1964, as follows: 


Resolved, the House of Deputies concurring, That a new Section, to 
be numbered Section 8, be added to Article II. of the Constitution, to 
read as follows (the present Sec. 8 being renumbered as Sec. 9): 


Sec. 8. A Bishop exercising jurisdiction as the Ordinary, or as the 
Bishop Coadjutor, of a Diocese or Missionary District, may be elected 
as Bishop, Bishop Coadjutor, or Suffragan Bishop, of another Diocese, 
or may be elected by the House of Bishops as a Missionary Bishop; 
Provided, that he shall have served not less than five years in his 
present jurisdiction; and Provided always, that before acceptance of 
such election he shall tender to the House of Bishops his resignation 
of his jurisdiction in the Diocese he is then serving, subject to the 
required consents of the Bishops and Standing Committees of the 
Church, and also, if he be a Bishop Coadjutor, his right to succession 
therein, and such resignation, and renunciation of the right of suc- 
cession in the case of a Bishop Coadjutor, shall be consented to by 
the House of Bishops. 

Resolution adopted 


[Communicated to the House of Deputies by Message No. 7.] 


House of Deputies—First Day 


Message No. 7 was received from the House of Bishops and 
referred to the Committee on Amendments to the Constitution. 


House of Deputies—Second Day 


Mr. Jones of Central New York presented Report # 5 of the 
Committee on Amendments to the Constitution, and moved that the 
House concur with the House of Bishops in amending Article II. 
of the Constitution. 


The vote by orders and Dioceses was reported, as follows: 


Clerical: Ayes, 79; Noes, 5; Divided, 1. 
Lay: Ayes, 8234; Noes, 2; Divided, 0. 


The House concurred 
[Communicated to the House of Bishops by Message No. 23.] 
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Article V., New Section 8 


House of Bishops—First Day 


The Bishop Suffragan (Esquirol) of Connecticut, for the Com- 
mittee on the Constitution, moved the adoption of the amendment 
of Article V. of the Constitution by the enactment of a new Section 
8 thereof, proposed by the General Convention of 1964, as follows: 


Resolved, the House of Deputies concurring, That Article V. of the 
Constitution be, and is hereby, amended by the addition, at the end 
thereof, of a new section to be numbered Section 8, the same to read 
as follows: 


Sec. 8. By mutual agreement between the Conventions of two 
adjoining Dioceses, consented to by the Ecclesiastical Authority of 
each Diocese, a portion of the territory of one of said Dioceses may 
be ceded to the other Diocese, such cession to be considered complete 
upon approval thereof by the General Convention or by a majority 
of Bishops having jurisdiction in the United States and of the Standing 
Committees of the Dioceses in accordance with the Canons of this 
Church. Thereupon the part of the territory so ceded shall become 
a part of the Diocese accepting the same. The provisions of Section 3 
of this Article V. shall not apply in such a case and the Bishop and 
Bishop Coadjutor; if any, of the Diocese ceding such territory shall 
continue in their jurisdiction over the remainder of such Diocese and 
the Bishop and Bishop Coadjutor, if any, of the Diocese accepting 
cession of such territory shall continue in jurisdiction over such Dio- 
cese and shall have jurisdiction in that part of the territory of the 
other Diocese that has been so ceded and accepted. 

Resolution adopted 


[Communicated to the House of Deputies by Message No. 8.] 


—_—_——__4—_—_______. 


House of Deputies—First Day 


Message No. 8 was received from the House of Bishops and 
referred to the Committee on Amendments to the Constitution. 


House of Deputies—Second Day 


Mr. Jones of Central New York presented Report + 6 of the 
Committee on Amendments to the Constitution, and moved that the 
House concur with the House of Bishops in amending Article V. 
of the Constitution. 


The vote by orders and Dioceses was reported, as follows: 


Clerical: Ayes, 8434; Noes, 0; Divided, 0. 
Lay: Ayes, 85; Noes, 0; Divided, 0. 
The House concurred unanimously 


[Communicated to the House of Bishops by Message No. 25.] 
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Article IX., Paragraphs 6 and 7 


House of Bishops—First Day 


The Suffragan Bishop (Esquirol) of Connecticut, for the Com- 
mittee on the Constitution, moved the adoption of the amendments 
to the sixth and seventh paragraphs of Article IX. of the Constitu- 
tion proposed by the General Convention of 1964, as follows: 


Resolved, the House of Deputies concurring, That Article IX. of the 
Constitution be amended, so that the sixth paragraph shall read, 
None but a Bishop shall pronounce sentence of suspension, or 
removal, or deposition from the Ministry, on any Bishop, Presbyter, 
or Deacon; and none but a Bishop shall admonish any Bishop, Pres- 
byter, or Deacon. 


and that the seventh, or last, paragraph shall read, 


A sentence of suspension shall specify on what terms or conditions 
and at what time the suspension shall cease. A sentence of suspension 
may be remitted in such manner as may be provided by Canon. 


Resolution adopted 
[Communicated to the House of Deputies by Message No. 9] 


House of Deputies—First Day 


Message No. 9 was received from the House of Bishops and 
referred to the Committee on Amendments to the Constitution. 


House of Deputies—Second Day 


Mr. Jones of Central New York presented Report # 7 of the 
Committee on Amendments to the Constitution, and moved that the 
House concur with the House of Bishops in amending Article IX. 
of the Constitution. 


The vote by orders and Dioceses was reported, as follows: 
Clerical: Ayes, 8334; Noes, 114; Divided, 0. 
Lay: Ayes, 8034; Noes, 314; Divided, 1. 
The House concurred 
[Communicated to the House of Bishops by Message No. 26.] 
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Constitution—Amendments Proposed at 
The General Convention of 1967 and 
To be Finally Acted upon at 
The General Convention of 1970 


Various Articles 


House of Deputies—Fourth Day 


Mr. Jones of Central New York presented Report + 8 of the 
Committee on Amendments to the Constitution. In respect of 
HD 33, a Resolution proposed by the Joint Commission on the 
Structure of the General Convention and Provinces (Part IV, pages 
33.13-15), the Committee recommended approval thereof, with 
two additions, and moved the adoption of the said Resolution as 
amended. 


Consideration of the matter was postponed, and it was placed on 
the Calendar as Item # 17. 


House of Deputies—Eighth Day 
Item + 17 was taken from the Calendar. 
The Rev. Mr. McMillan of Erie moved the following amendment: 


That the first sentence of the proposed second paragraph of Article I., 
Sec. 4, read as follows: 


The Church in each Missionary District beyond the territory of the 
United States ... shall each be entitled to representation in the House 
of Deputies equal to that of other Dioceses... 

Amendment adopted 


The Resolution, as now amended, was put to a vote, as follows: 


Resolved, the House of Bishops concurring, That the following altera- 
tions and amendments of the Constitution be made, and that the same 
be made known to the several Dioceses and Missionary Districts and to 
the Convocation of the American Churches in Europe, in accordance 
with Article XI. of the Constitution: 


A. Article I. : 
1. THAT the second paragraph of Section 4 of Article I. be 
amended, to read as follows: 


The Church in each Missionary Diocese beyond the territory of 
the United States of America, which shall have been established 
by the House of Bishops or by the Constitution, and the Convocation 
of the American Churches in Europe, shall each be entitled to 
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representation in the House of Deputies equal to that of other 
Dioceses, subject to all the qualifications, and with all of the rights, 
of Deputies, except as otherwise* provided in this Constitution. Each 
such Missionary Diocese, and the Convocation of the American 
Churches in Europe, shall prescribe the manner in which its Deputies 
shall be chosen. 


2. THAT paragraph 4 of the said Section 4, be amended by sub- 
stituting “Diocese” for “District” in line 10 thereof. 


3. THAT Section 6 be repealed. 


B. Article Il. 
1. THAT Section 1 of Article II. be amended to read as follows: 


SECTION 1. In every Diocese the Bishop or the Bishop Coadjutor 
shall be chosen agreeably to rules prescribed by the Convention of 
that Diocese. Bishops of Missionary Dioceses shall be chosen in ac- 
cordance with the Canons of the General Convention. 


2. THAT Section 3 of Article II. be amended to read as follows: 


Sec. 3. A Bishop shall confine the exercise of his office to his own 
Diocese or Missionary Diocese, unless he shall have been requested 
to perform episcopal acts in another Diocese or Missionary Diocese 
by the Ecclesiastical Authority thereof, or unless he shall have been 
authorized by the House of Bishops, or by the Presiding Bishop by 
its direction, to act temporarily in case of need within any territory 
not yet organized into Dioceses or Missionary Dioceses of this Church. 


3. THAT the last sentence of Section 4 of Article II. be amended 
as follows: 


He shall be eligible as Bishop or Bishop Coadjutor of a Diocese, or as 
a Suffragan in another Diocese, or he may be elected by the House 
of Bishops as a Bishop of a Missionary Diocese. 


4. THAT the last sentence of Section 7 of Article II. be amended 
as follows: 


He shall be eligible as Bishop Coadjutor or Suffragan Bishop of a 
Diocese, or he may be elected by the House of Bishops as a Bishop 
of a Missionary Diocese. 


C. Article Ll. 
THAT Article III. be amended to read as follows: 


Bishops may be consecrated for foreign lands upon due application 
therefrom, with the approbation of a majority of the Bishops of this 
Church entitled to vote in the House of Bishops, certified to the Pre- 
siding Bishop; under such conditions as may be prescribed by Canons 
of the General Convention. Bishops so consecrated shall not be eligible 
to the office of Diocesan or of Bishop Coadjutor of any Diocese in 
the United States or be entitled to vote in the House of Bishops, nor 
shall they perform any act of the episcopal office in any Diocese or 
Missionary Diocese of this Church, unless requested so to do by the 
Ecclesiastical Authority thereof. If a Bishop so consecrated shall be 
subsequently duly elected as a Bishop of a Missionary Diocese of this 
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Church he shall then enjoy all the rights and privileges given in the 
Canons to such Bishops. 


D. Article V. 
THAT Section 1 of Article V. be amended, to read as follows: 


SECTION 1. A new Diocese may be formed, with the consent of 
the General Convention and under such conditions as the General 
Convention shall prescribe by General Canon or Canons, (1) by the 
division of an existing Diocese; (2) by the junction of two or more 
Dioceses or of parts of two or more Dioceses; or (3) by the erection 
into a Diocese of an unorganized area evangelized as provided in 
Article VI. The proceedings shall originate in a Convocation of the 
Clergy and Laity of the unorganized area called by the Bishop for 
that purpose; or, with the approval of the Bishop, in the Convention 
of the Diocese to be divided; or (when it is proposed to form a new 
Diocese by the junction of two or more Dioceses or of parts of two 
or more Dioceses), by mutual agreement of the Conventions of the 
Dioceses concerned, with the approval of the Bishop of each Diocese. 
In case the Episcopate of a Diocese be vacant, no proceedings toward 
its division shall be taken until the vacancy is filled. When it shall 
appear to the satisfaction of the General Convention, by a certified 
copy of the proceedings and other documents and papers laid before 
it, that all the conditions for the formation of the new Diocese have 
been complied with and that it has acceded to the Constitution and 
Canons of this Church, such new Diocese shall thereupon be admitted 
to union with the General Convention. 


2. THAT Sections 5 and 7 of Article V. be repealed, and the 
remaining Sections be re-numbered accordingly. 


E. Article VI. 
1. THAT Section 1 of Article VI. be repealed, and that a new 
Section 1 be enacted, reading as follows: 


SECTION 1. The House of Bishops may establish a Mission in any 
area not included within the boundaries of any Diocese of this Church 
or of any Church in communion with this Church, and elect or ap- 
point a Bishop therefor. 


2. THAT the second paragraph of Section 2 of Article VI. be 
amended so that it shall begin as follows: 


Any territorial jurisdiction or any part of the same, which may 
have been ceded by a Diocese under the foregoing provision, may be 
retroceded to the said Diocese... 


3. THAT Section 3 of Article VI. be repealed, and a new Section 
3 be adopted, reading as follows: 


SEec. 3. The House of Bishops may, in accordance with the Canons, 
organize a Missionary Diocese beyond the territory of the United 
States and may constitute any such Missionary Diocese an Associated 
Diocese of this Church. Such Associated Dioceses shall not be en- 
titled to representation in the House of Deputies of the General Cou- 
vention; nor shall its Bishop or Bishops be entitled to vote in the 
House of Bishops thereof if he or they are at the same time members 
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of the House of Bishops of an Associated Province or of a Church 
or Province in communion with this Church. The provisions of Article 
X. of this Constitution shall not extend to an Associated Diocese. 


F. Article VII. c 
THAT Article VII. be amended to read as follows: 


Dioceses, Associated Dioceses, and Missionary Dioceses may be 
united into Provinces in such manner, under such conditions, and with 
such powers, as shall be provided by Canon of the General Conven- 
tion; Provided, however, that no Diocese, Associated Diocese, or 
Missionary Diocese shall be included in a Province without its own 
consent. : : 


G. Article VIII. Q 
THAT the third paragraph of Article VIII. be amended to read 
as follows: 


Provided, however, that any person consecrated a Bishop to min- 
ister in any Associated Diocese of this Church or in any Diocese or 
Missionary Diocese of an autonomous Church or Province of a 
Church in communion with this Church may, instead of the foregoing 
declaration, make the promises of Conformity required by the Church 
in which he is to minister. 


H. Article 1X. 
THAT the second clause of the second paragraph of Article IX. 
be amended to read as follows: 


Presbyters and Deacons canonically resident in a Missionary Dio- 
cese shall be tried according to Canons adopted by the Bishop and 
Convocation thereof, with the approval of the House of Bishops; 


I. Article X. 


THAT the first two paragraphs of Article X. be amended to read 
as follows: 


The Book of Common Prayer and Administration of the Sacra- 
ments and other Rites and Ceremonies of the Church, together with 
the Psalter or Psalms of David, the Form and Manner of Making, 
Ordaining, and Consecrating Bishops, Priests, and Deacons, the Form 
of Consecration of a Church or Chapel, the Office of Institution of 
Ministers, and Articles of Religion, as now established or hereafter 
amended by the authority of this Church, shall be in use in all the 
Dioceses and Missionary Dioceses, and in the Convocation of the 
American Churches in Europe, of this Church. No alteration thereof 
or addition thereto shall be made unless the same shall be first pro- 
posed in one triennial meeting of the General Convention and by a 
resolve thereof be sent within six months to the Secretary of the 
Convention of every Diocese and of the Convocation of every Mis- 
sionary Diocese and of the Convocation of the American Churches 
in Europe, to be made known to the Diocesan Convention or Con- 
vocation of the Missionary Diocese or of the Convocation of the 
American Churches in Europe, at its next meeting, and be adopted 
by the General Convention at its next succeeding triennial meeting 
by a majority of all Bishops, excluding retired Bishops not present, 
of the whole number of Bishops entitled to vote in the House of 
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Bishops, and by a majority of the Clerical and Lay Depitities of all 
the Dioceses entitled to representation in the House of Deputies and 
all the Missionary Dioceses, and of the Convocation of the American 
Churches in Europe, voting by orders, each to have the vote provided 
for in Article I., Sec. 4 

But notwithstanding anything hereinabove contained, the General 
Convention may at any one meeting, by a majority of the whole 
number of the Bishops entitled to vote in the House of Bishops, and 
by a majority of the Clerical and Lay Deputies of all the Dioceses 
entitled to representation in the House of Deputies, and all the Mis- 
sionary Dioceses and the Convocation of the American Churches in 
Europe, voting by orders as previously laid down in this Article. . 


J, Article XI. 
THAT the first paragraph of Article XI. be amended to read as 
follows: 


No alteration or amendment of this Constitution shall be made 
unless the same shall be ‘first proposed at one triennial meeting of 
the General Convention and by a resolve thereof be sent to the Secre- 
tary of the Convention of évery Diocese and of the Convocation of 
every Missionary Diocese and of the Convocation of the American 
Churches in Europe, to be made known to the Diocesan Convention 
or the Missionary Diocese Convocation or the Convocation of the 
American Churches in Europe at its next meeting, and be adopted by 
the General Convention at its next succeeding triennial meeting by a 
majority of all Bishops, excluding retired Bishops not present, of the 
whole number of Bishops entitled to vote in the House of Bishops, 
and by a majority of the Clerical and Lay Deputies of all the Dioceses 
and of all the Missionary Dioceses and of the Convocation of the 
American Churches in Europe entitled to representation in the House 
of Deputies, voting by orders, each having the vote provided for in 
Sec. 4 of Article I. 


and be it further 


Resolved, the House of Bishops concurring, 

THAT when the foregoing alterations and amendments become 
effective, each Missionary District in the territory of the United 
States shall become a Diocese accepted in union with the General 
Convention; the Missionary Bishop in charge of each such District 
shall become the Bishop of such Diocese, if he shall so elect; and 
such Diocese shall be subject, where applicable, to the Constitution 
and Canons to which such Missionary District was subject, until the 
same be altered by the Convention of the new Diocese. 

Resolution adopted 


[Communicated to the House of Bishops by Message No. 170.] 


OL Se Le SS ee ee 


House of Bishops—Ninth Day 


Message No. 170 was received from the House of Deputies and 
referred to the Committee on the Constitution. 
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The Suffragan Bishop (Esquirol) of Connecticut reported, later 
in the day, that the Committee on the Constitution had considered 
the matter and recommended that the House concur. 

The House concurred 

[Communicated to the House of Deputies by Message No. 213.] 


Article I., Section 2 
House of Bishops—Fifth Day 


The Suffragan Bishop (Esquirol) of Connecticut, for the Com- 
mittee on the Constitution, responded favorably in respect of a 
Resolution, sponsored by the First Vice-President of the Executive 
Council, proposing an amendment of Section 2 of Article I. of the 
Constitution. 


Bishop Esquirol moved the following Resolution: 


Resolved, the House of Deputies concurring, That Article I., Section 
2, be, and is hereby, amended, by the insertion, after the words, “Gen- 
eral Convention”, in line 5 thereof, of the words, “or for reasons of 
mission-strategy determined by action of the General Convention or the 
House of Bishops”. 

Resolution adopted 


[Communicated to the House of Deputies by Message No. 92.] 


eee ee 


House of Deputies—Fifth Day 


Message No. 92 was received from the House of Bishops and 
referred to the Committee on Amendments to the Constitution. 


House of Deputies—Eighth Day 


Mr. Jones of Central New York presented Report + 23 of the 
Committee on Amendments to the Constitution, as follows: 


Your Committee considered HD 38, a Resolution proposed by the 
Joint Commission on the Structure of the General Convention and 
Provinces and found it to be in proper constitutional form. 


Thereafter, there was referred to your Committee, Message No. 92 
from the House of Bishops on the same subject. This differs from HD 
38 in that there is deleted the last clause of HD 38 reading, “and who 
is still functioning chiefly in the episcopal office”. 


Because we are informed that the objectives of the amendment are 
better accomplished in the form set forth in House of Bishops Message 
No. 92, we recommend and move concurrence with Message No. 92, as 
amended by the insertion of the following introductory paragraph: 
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Resolved, the House of Deputies concurring, That the following 
amendment be made in the Constitution, and that the same be made 
known to the several Dioceses and Missionary Districts and to the 
Convocation of the American Churches in Europe, in accordance 
with Article XI. of the Constitution. 

The House concurred, with Amendments 


[Communicated to the House of Bishops by Message No. 140.] 





House of Bishops—Ninth Day 
Message No. 140 was received from the House of Deputies. 


The Suffragan Bishop (Esquirol) for the Committee on the Con- 
stitution, moved that the House concur. 
The House concurred 
[Communicated to the House of Deputies by Message No. 193.] 


Article I., Section 4 


House of Deputies—Second Day 


Mr. Jones of Central New York presented Report # 10 of the 
Committee on Amendments to the Constitution, with which was 
associated Report # 2 of the Committee on Structure. Both reports 
were in response to HD 34, a Resolution proposed by the Joint 
Commission on the Structure of the General Convention and Prov- 
inces; and Memorials, as follows: HD 104 (Bethlehem), HD 115 
(Delaware), HD 118 (Idaho), HD 141 (Missouri), HD 151 
(Northern California), HD 156 (Northern Indiana), HD 166 
(Rochester), HD 172 (Southern Ohio), HD 177 (Spokane), 
HD 183 (Washington), HD 192 (Province V), HD 211 (A Vestry 
in North Carolina). 


Mr. Jones reported as follows: 


Each of these references has as its intent action on the part of this 
Convention to authorize the election and seating of women as Lay 
Deputies to the General Convention. 


Your Committee finds the following Resolution in proper constitu- 
tional form and believes that its adoption would accomplish the objec- 
tives of each of these references: 


Resolved, the House of Bishops concurring, That Section 4 of 
Article I. of the Constitution be amended so as to change the word 
“Tayman”, wherever the same appears in said Section, to “Lay 
person”, and so as to change the word “Laymen”, wherever the same 
appears in said Section, to “Lay persons”, and that the same be made 
known to the several Dioceses and Missionary Districts and to the 
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Convocation of the American Churches in Europe in accordance with 
Article XI. of the Constitution. 


Your Committee moves the adoption of this Resolution. 


Mr. McFaddin of Texas moved a Substitute for the foregoing 
Resolution, which was seconded by the Rev. Mr. Higgins of Ar- 
xansas, as follows: 


Substitute for the first two paragraphs of Sec. 4, the following four 
paragraphs: 


Sec. 4. The Church in each Diocese which has been admitted to 
union with the General Convention shall be entitled to representation 
in the House of Deputies by not more than four Clerical Deputies 
and not more than four Lay Deputies, but the General Convention 
by Canon may reduce the representation to not fewer than two 
Deputies in each order. Each Diocese shall prescribe the manner in 
which its Deputies shall be chosen. 


The Church in each Missionary District, which shall have been 
established in accordance with the Constitution and Canons for the 
government of this Church, shall also be entitled to representation 
in the House of Deputies by not more than one Clerical Deputy and 
not more than one Lay Deputy. Each Missionary District shall pre- 
scribe the manner in which its Deputies shall be chosen. Deputies from 
such Missionary Districts, except as otherwise provided in the Con- 
stitution, shall be subject to all of the qualifications and with all of 
the rights of Deputies from Dioceses. 


Clerical Deputies shall be selected from Presbyters, canonically 
resident in the Diocese, the wives of such Presbyters, wives of Bishops, 
persons who are full-time employees of the National Church, of a 
Diocese, or of a Parish, and their spouses, all of whom shall be 
communicants of the Church, having domicile in the Diocese. 


Lay Deputies shall be selected from Lay persons, communicants 
of this Church, having domicile in the Diocese, excepting such Lay 
persons as are eligible to be selected as Clerical Deputies. 


The final two paragraphs of said section shall remain unchanged. 
The Substitute was debated. 
The Substitute was put to a vote. 
Substitute not adopted 
The original Question was debated. 
The previous question was moved. 
Motion carried 


The original Question was put to a vote. 


Resolution adopted 
[Communicated to the House of Bishops by Message No. 12.] 
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House of Bishops—Second Day 


Message No. 12 was received from the House of Deputies. 
The Bishop of Delaware moved that the House concur. 

The House concurred 
[Communicated to the House of Deputies by Message No. 40.] 


—~— 





House of Deputies—Eighth Day 


Mr. Worsham of Dallas, for the Committee on Structure, moved 
the following Resolution: 


Resolved, the House of Bishops concurring, That the amendment to 
Section 4 of Article I. of the Constitution, proposed by this Convention, 
in respect of women as Lay Deputies, become effective, if adopted by 
the 63rd General Convention, immediately upon the adoption thereof. 


Resolution adopted 
[Communicated to the House of Bishops by Message No. 125.] 


cc a a 


House of Bishops—Ninth Day 


Message No. 125 was received from the House of Deputies. 
The Bishop of Delaware moved that the House concur. 

The House concurred 
[Communicated to the House of Deputies by Message No. 192.] 


Article I., Section 4, Paragraph 4 
House of Deputies—Eighth Day 


Mr. Jones of Central New York, for the Committee on Amend- 
ments to the Constitution, moved as follows: 


That the Rules of this House be suspended and that Report # 26 
of the Committee on Amendments to the Constitution (which had, 
earlier on this day, been ruled out of order as being new matter not 
submitted by the end of the third legislative day) be received for con- 
sideration and action at such time as may be fixed by the President. 


The President ruled that the foregoing motion required a two- 
thirds majority to carry. 
Motion carried 


The President thereupon called for the Committee’s Report. 


Mr. Jones presented Report # 26 of the Committee on Amend- 
ments to the Constitution, as follows: 
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It is the opinion of your Committee that to accomplish in full the 
objectives of the action of this House in approving on first reading 
amendments to the Constitution to accord to all Missionary Districts 
(proposed to be called Missionary Dioceses) the same representation as 
is now enjoyed by Dioceses, it would be appropriate to prepare for 
consideration a further amendment of the fourth paragraph of Section 4 
of Article I. of the Constitution. 


Accordingly your Committee reports the following Resolution in 
proper constitutional form: 


Resolved, the House of Bishops concurring, That the following 
amendment be made in the fourth paragraph of Section 4 of Article 
I. of the Constitution, and that such proposed amendment be made 
known to the several Dioceses and Missionary Districts and to the 
Convocation of the American Churches in Europe, in accordance with 
Article XI. of the Constitution, to wit: 


1. That the second sentence thereof be amended to read as follows: 
“In all cases of a vote by orders, the two orders shall vote 
separately, each Diocese and Missionary Diocese having one 
vote in the Clerical order and one in the Lay order; and the 
concurrence of the votes of the two orders shall be necessary to 
constitute a vote of the House.” 

2. That the foregoing amendments to the Constitution take effect 
immediately upon its adoption. 


Resolution adopted 
[Communicated to the House of Bishops by Message No. 162.] 


ee 


House of Bishops—Ninth Day 


Message No. 162 was received from the House of Deputies and 
referred to the Committee on the Constitution. 


The Suffragan Bishop (Esquirol) of Connecticut later reported 
that the Committee on the Constitution had considered the amend- 
ment to Article I., Sec. 4, paragraph 4, proposed by the House of 
Deputies, and recommended that the House concur. 

The House concurred 

[Communicated to the House of Deputies by Message No. 127.] 


Article I., Section 7, and Article XI. 


House of Deputies—Fourth Day 


Mr. Jones of Central New York presented Report # 15 of the 
Committee on Amendments to the Constitution, with which was 
associated Report # 7 of the Committee on Structure. 

Both Reports dealt with HD 48, a Resolution proposed by the 
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Mutual Responsibility Commission, which called for an amend- 
ment of Art. I., Sec. 7, of the Constitution, to permit of the holding 
of meetings of the General Convention more frequently than every 
three years. Both Reports recommended favorable action on the 
substance. 


Mr. Jones moved that the proposed Resolution be adopted in 
an amended form, as follows: 


Resolved, the House of Bishops concurring, That the following amend- 
ments be made in the Constitution, and that such proposed amendments 
be made known to the several Dioceses and Missionary Districts and 
to the Convocation of the American Churches in Europe, in accordance 
with Article XI. of the Constitution, to wit: 

1. That Section 7 of Article I. be amended so that the same shall. 

read as follows: 

Sec. 7. The General Convention shall meet not less than once 
in each three years, at a time and place appointed by the preceding 
Convention; but if there shall appear to the Presiding Bishop, 
acting with the advice and consent of the Executive Council of 
the Church or of a successor canonical body having substantially 
the powers now vested therein, sufficient cause for changing the 
place or date so appointed, he, with the advice and consent of such 
body, shall appoint another place or date, or both, for such meet- 
ing. Special meetings may be provided for by Canon. 

2. That Article XI. of the Constitution be amended so as to change 

the word “triennial”, wherever the same appears in that Article, to 

“regular”. 

3. That the foregoing amendments to the Constitution take effect 

immediately upon their adoption. 

Resolution adopted 
[Communicated to the House of Bishops by Message No. 60.] 


te, 


House of Bishops—Fourth Day 


Message No. 60 was received from the House of Deputies and 
referred to the Committee on the Constitution. 


House of Bishops—Seventh Day 


The Suffragan Bishop (Esquirol) of Connecticut, for the Com- 
mittee on the Constitution, moved that the House concur with the 
House of Deputies in amending Art. I., Sec. 7, and Article XL., of 
the Constitution, with the following Amendment: 


Substitute the word “a” for the word “the” before the words, “preceed- 
ing Convention” in Section 7 of Article I. : 
The House concurred, with Amendments 


[Communicated to the House of Deputies by Message No. 141.] 


396 CONCURRENT ACTIONS [1967 


House of Deputies—Seventh Day 


Message No. 141 was received from the House of Bishops and 
was referred to the Committee on Amendments to the Constitution. 

Later, on the same day, Mr. Jones of Central New York pre- 
sented Report + 25 of the Committee on Amendments to the Con- 
stitution, as follows: 


Your Committee has considered this reference, which it finds to be 
in proper constitutional form. In view of the reasons advanced for this 
amendment to the action heretofore taken by this House in response to 
this Committee’s Report # 15, and in the interest of increased flexi- 
bility in making appropriate provision for future meetings of the 
General Convention, your Committee recommends concurrence in the 
action of the House of Bishops communicated by their Message No. 141. 

The House concurred 


[Communicated to the House of Bishops by Message No. 117.] 


Constitution—Amendments Attempted at 
The General Convention of 1967 
But Not Proposed 


Article I., Section 2 
House of Deputies—Eighth Day 


Mr. Jones of Central New York presented Report # 22 of the 
Committee on Amendments to the Constitution, in respect of 
HD 37, a Resolution proposed by the Joint Commission on the 
Structure of the General Convention and Provinces, and stated that 
the proposed amendment of Article I., Sec. 2, of the Constitution 
was in proper constitutional form. 


Mr. Jones moved the adoption of the following Resolution: 


Resolved, the House of Bishops concurring, That Section 2 of Article 
I., of the Constitution be amended as provided below, and that the same 
be made known to the several Dioceses and Missionary Districts, and 
to the Convocation of the American Churches in Europe, in accordance 
with Article XI. of the Constitution: 

A. After the word “Bishops”, the first word in the seventh line, delete 
the period, and insert a comma and the phrase, “as hereinafter 
provided”, 

B. Add a new sentence at the end of the Section, reading, 

Each Bishop shall have a vote in all matters concerning the Doc- 
trine, Discipline, and Worship of this Church; but in all other 
matters there shall be allowed only one vote for each Diocese or 
jurisdiction, such one vote to be determined and cast, in the case 
of a Diocese having more than one Bishop, as may, from time to 
time, be provided by the Rules of Order of the House of Bishops. 


Resolution adopted 
[Communicated to the House of Bishops by Message No. 128.] 


1967] CONSTITUTION—-AMENDMENTS ATTEMPTED 397 


House of Bishops—Ninth Day 


Message No. 128 was received from the House of Deputies and 
referred to the Committee on the Constitution. 


Later, on the same day, the Suffragan Bishop (Esquirol) of 
Connecticut, for the Committee on the Constitution, moved that 
the House concur. 

The House did not concur 

[Communicated to the House of Deputies by Message No. 185.] 


Article I., Section 3 


House of Deputies—Fifth Day 


Mr. Worsham of Dallas presented Report + 10 of the Com- 
mittee on Structure, in respect of HD 46, a Resolution proposed 
by the Mutual Responsibility Commission for the amendment of 
Art. I., Sec. 3, to provide for the election of Presiding Bishops in 
Joint Sessions of the General Convention. 


Mr. Worsham moved the Resolution in the amended form rec- 
ommended by the Committee on Amendments to the Constitution 
in its Report # 12, as follows: 


Resolved, the House of Bishops concurring, That the following amend- 
ments be made in the Constitution, and that such proposed amendments 
be made known to the several Dioceses and Missionary Districts and 
to the Convocation of the American Churches in Europe, in accordance 
with Article XI., of the Constitution, to wit: 

1. That the first paragraph of Section 3 of Article I. of the Constitu- 

tion be amended so that the same shall read as follows: 

Sec. 3. At the meeting of the General Convention which occurs 
in the year prior to that in which the term of office of the Presiding 
Bishop shall expire, the General Convention shall elect a Bishop 
of this Church as successor who shall become the Presiding Bishop 
of the Church upon the retirement, resignation, disability, or death 
of the incumbent. The election shall take place in a Joint Executive 
Session of the two Houses of the General Convention by concurrent 
majorities of the two Houses, both Houses voting by individual 
secret ballot, and the majority of the House of Bishops shall be 
construed as being a majority of all the Bishops of the Church, 
exclusive of retired Bishops not present, except that whenever two- 
thirds of the House of Bishops shall be present a simple majority 
shall suffice. Voting in the House of Deputies shall be by each 
individual deputy and not by orders. 

2. That the foregoing amendments to the Constitution take effect 

immediately upon their adoption. 


Mr. Jones of Central New York moved an amendment, as 
follows: 
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1. That the last sentence of the proposed Section 3, beginning, “Voting 
in the House of Deputies”, be deleted. 

2. That for the period at the end of the preceding sentence there be 
substituted a semi-colon, and that the following clause be added thereto: 

“and the majority of the House of Deputies shall be construed as 

concurrent majorities of both the Clerical and Lay Deputies, voting 

individually by orders, but not by Dioceses and Missionary Districts.” 


The voice vote on the proposed amendment not being conclusive, 

a division was had. 
Amendment not adopted 
(235 Aye—422 No) 


The Rev. Mr. Lawrence moved that the phrase “a Bishop of 
this Church as successor” be stricken, and that, in lieu thereof, the 
original wording proposed by the Mutual Responsibility Commis- 
sion be restored; namely, a “successor”. 

Amendment not adopted 


The original Resolution was put to the vote of the House. 
Resolution adopted 
[Communicated to the House of Bishops by Message No. 86.] 


Mr. Jones of Central New York then presented Report # 14 of 
the Committee on Amendments to the Constitution, as follows: 


In the opinion of your Committee, fully to accomplish the objectives 
of the Mutual Responsibility Commission as set forth in part in its 
Report to this Convention, it will be necessary to further amend the 
second paragraph of Section 3 of Article I. of the Constitution, as 
adopted by this Convention. 

F our Committee recommends that this paragraph be amended as 
ollows: 

(a) In the third line, immediately preceding the words, “the 
Bishop”, there be inserted the words, “and no Bishop shall have been 
elected to succeed him”; 

(b) In the seventh and succeeding lines the words, “the House of 
Bishops”, and all following words of the paragraph be deleted, and 
that there be substituted in place thereof the words, “the General 
Convention to elect a Presiding Bishop”. 

Your Committee further recommends that such proposed Constitu- 
tional Amendments take effect immediately on their adoption. 

We are authorized to inform the House that the Mutual Responsibility 
Commission approves these proposed amendments. 

Accordingly, your Committee recommends the adoption of the fol- 
lowing Resolution: 

Resolved, the House of Bishops concurring, That the following 
amendments be made in the Constitution, and that such proposed 
amendments be made known to the several Dioceses and Missionary 
Districts and to the Convocation of the American Churches in Eu- 
rope in accordance with Article XI. of the Constitution, to wit: 

1. That the second paragraph of Section 3 of Article I. of the 

Constitution be so amended that the same shall read as follows: 
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But if the Presiding Bishop of the Church shall resign his office 
as such, or if by reason of infirmity he shall become disabled, 
or in case of his death, and no Bishop shall have been elected 
to succeed him, the Bishop who according to the Rules of the 
House of Bishops, becomes its Presiding Officer, shall (unless 
the date of the next General Convention is within three months) 
immediately call a special meeting of the General Convention to 
elect a Presiding Bishop. 

2. That the foregoing amendments to the Constitution take effect 

immediately upon their adoption. 


Resolution adopted 
[Communicated to the House of Bishops by Message No. 87.] 


House of Bishops—Sixth Day 


Messages No. 86 and No. 87 were received from the House of 
Deputies and referred to the Committee on the Constitution. 


House of Bishops—Eighth Day 


The Suffragan Bishop (Esquirol) of Connecticut, for the Com- 
mittee on the Constitution, moved that the House concur with the 
House of Deputies in amending Art. I., Sec. 3, of the Constitution, 
as proposed in its Message No. 86, to make the regular election of 
a Presiding Bishop an action of the General Convention in Joint 
Session. 


A long discussion ensued. 


The Question was put. 
The House did not concur 
[Communicated to the House of Deputies in Message No. 148.] 


Bishop Esquirol moved that the House concur with the House 
of Deputies in further amending Art. I., Sec. 3, to require the hold- 
ing of a Special General Convention for an interim election of a 
Presiding Bishop. 

The House did not concur 

[Communicated to the House of Deputies by Message No. 149.] 


Constitution—Certification of Changes 


The General Convention, meeting in Seattle, Washington, Dio- 
cese of Olympia, from September 17 to 27, 1967, adopted amend- 
ments to the Constitution, as follows: 
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. Preamble—Establishing “The Episcopal Church” as an alternate 


designation of this Church. 


. Article I., Sec. 3—Providing for complete election of Presiding Bishop 


in the interim of the General Convention. 


. Article I., Sec. 7—Completing the process of changing the name of 


“Executive Council” from “National Council”. 


. Article II., new Sec. 8—Providing for election of Bishops and Bishops 


Coadjutor by other Dioceses. 


. Article V., new Sec. 8—Providing for cession of diocesan territory. 
. Article IX.—Removing “admonition” from the list of ecclesiastical 


sentences and providing for it separately, and making constitutional 
provision for remission of suspension. 


The Convention, also, proposed five amendments to the Consti- 
tution, for final action thereon by the General Convention of 1970, 
as follows: 


Li 


WwW 


Articles I., 1f., U1., V:, Vi., Vil., Vill, [xe xq, and Xi —Havinei the 
effect of deleting all references to Missionary Districts and Missionary 
Bishops. 


. Article 1., Sec. 2—Making provision for a seat and vote for a Bishop 


who resigns his see for reasons of mission-strategy. 


. Article I., Sec. 4—Substituting “Lay Person” for “Layman”. 
. Article I., Sec. 4, Paragraph 2—Giving parity to Missionary Districts 


in votes by Orders and Dioceses. 


. Article I., Sec. 7—Providing for meetings of the General Convention 


at intervals of less than three years. 


We, the undersigned, appointed, pursuant to Canon 66, Section 
4 (b) “to certify ... the changes, if any, made in the Constitution, 
or proposed to be made therein” by the General Convention of 


1967, 


have examined the actions of the said General Convention 


in respect of changes in the Constitution and certify that, to the 
best of our knowledge, 


1. These are the amendments to the Constitution adopted and 


proposed. 


2. No other concurrent action to amend the Constitution was 


taken. 


(Signed) 
For the House of Bishops 


Girault M. Jones 
John H. Esquirol 


For the House of Deputies 


T. Clarke Bloomfield 
Hugh R. Jones 
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Constitution and Canons—Pre-filing 
House of Deputies—Ninth Day 


Mr. Gibbs of Los Angeles, on a question of personal privilege, 
requested leave to present a matter requiring concurrent action. 
Permission granted 


Mr. Gibbs moved the following Resolution: 


Whereas, Many valuable man-hours are spent by the House of Bishops 
and by the House of Deputies in discussing changes in the Constitution 
and Canons; be it 

Resolved, the House of Bishops concurring, That the following Com- 
mittees meet before the next Convention in time to review all proposals 
for changes in the Constitution and Canons which have been filed with 
the Secretary of Convention: 

House of Bishops—Constitution 

—Canons 
House of Deputies—Amendments to the Constitution 
—Canons 
and be it further : 

Resolved, the House of Bishops concurring, That all known changes 
in the Constitution and Canons be sent to the Secretary of the General 
Convention in time to be considered by the said Committees; and be 
it further 

Resolved, the House of Bishops concurring, That the said Committee 
prepare a report of their recommendations for inclusion in The Green 
Book, or a supplement thereto, which is circulated to the members of 
the House of Bishops and the House of Deputies; and be it further 

Resolved, the House of Bishops concurring, That the expenses of the 
pre-Convention meeting be taken from the available balance of the 
General Convention Budget on hand. 

Resolution adopted 


[Communicated to the House of Bishops by Message No. 182.] 


—————— eee 


House of Bishops—Ninth Day 
Message No. 182 was received from the House of Deputies. 


The Bishop of Olympia moved that the House concur. 
The House concurred 
[Communicated to the House of Deputies by Message No. 231.] 


Consultation on Church Union 


House of Bishops—Second Day 


The Bishop of Long Island, for the Committee on Ecumenical 
Relations, reported favorably in respect of Resolution # 3, as 
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proposed by the Joint Commission on Ecumenical Relations, which 
Resolution consisted of four separable clauses with a preamble. 

Bishop Sherman moved the preamble and the first “Resolved” 
clause, as follows: 


Whereas, The Consultation on Church Union, at Dallas in 1966, 
unanimously approved “the document Principles of Church Union for 
transmission to the constituencies of the participating Churches for study 
and comment, the transmission to be made through the appropriate 
channels as determined by each participating Church, with the under- 
standing that this document, together with the suggestions received from 
the participating Churches, and which are in due course approved by 
the Consultation, shall be the basis upon which to formulate a plan of 
union”; now, therefore, be it 


Resolved, the House of Deputies concurring, That Principles of 
Church Union be commended as a significant advance toward Christian 
unity in matters of doctrine, worship, sacraments, and ministry, which 
have long divided loyal followers of Jesus Christ. 


After discussion, the Bishop of New Mexico and Southwest Texas 
moved that the Resolution be amended, by substituting the word 
“recognized” for the word “commended”. 


The Bishop of Southern Ohio moved that further consideration 
be deferred and that such discussion be made a special order of 
business on Wednesday morning. 


Motion carried 


House of Bishops—Third Day 


The discussion of the Report of the Committee on Ecumenical 
Relations was resumed. 


The amendment moved by the Bishop of New Mexico and South- 
west Texas was put to a vote. 


Motion not carried 


The Bishop of Fond du Lac moved a Substitute Resolution, as 
follows: 


Resolved, the House of Deputies concurring, That this General Con- 
vention express its appreciation to the Joint Commission on Ecumenical 
Relations for the splendid work it has done in the past triennium, and, 
through the members of our Joint Commission, express to all of the 
participants in the Consultation on Church Union our gratitude for the 
progress that has been made towards the visible unity of Christ’s people, 
and assure the Consultation on Church Union of our continued prayers 
and co-operation. 


Substitute not adopted 
(35 Aye—79 no) 
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The Bishop of Long Island moved the original Resolution. 
Resolution adopted 


The Bishop of Long Island moved the second “Resolved” 
Clause, as follows: 


Resolved, the House of Deputies concurring, That Principles of 
Church Union be made a subject for study and recommendations by an 
official committee in each Diocese; which committee shall report its 
findings to the Diocesan Convention, as well as to the Joint Commission 
on Ecumenical Relations for its consideration and use. 


Resolution adopted 


The Bishop of Long Island moved the third “Resolved” Clause, 
as follows: 

Resolved, the House of Deputies concurring, That the Joint Commis- 
sion on Ecumenical Relations be authorized to participate in the de- 
velopment, by the Consultation on Church Union, of a proposed plan 
of union, for study at all levels of Church life and ultimate consideration 
by governing bodies of the Churches concerned. 


After prolonged discussion, the Resolution was put to a vote. 
Resolution adopted 


The Suffragan Bishop (Duncan) of South Florida moved the 
following Resolution, in lieu of the fourth “Resolved” Clause as 
proposed by the Joint Committee, to wit: 

Resolved, the House of Deputies concurring, That this 62nd General 
Convention of the Protestant Episcopal Church recommend to the Con- 
sultation on Church Union, through the Joint Commission on Ecumeni- 
cal Relations, that, in the preparation of a proposed Plan of Union, 
emphasis be placed upon the development of a common life in Christ, 
expressed in discipline, worship, sacraments, and ministry, as the basis 
from which a suitable form and structure may ultimately be derived, 
under the guidance of the Holy Spirit. 


The Resolution was discussed in extenso. 


The Resolution was put to a vote. 
Resolution not adopted 


The Bishop of Long Island moved the Joint Commission’s fourth 
“Resolved” Clause, as follows: 

Resolved, the House of Deputies concurring, That the Joint Commis- 
sion on Ecumenical Relations prepare a report on the Consultation for 
the Lambeth Conference of 1968, and that a full report be made at the 
next General Convention, together with any recommendations. 

Resolution adopted 
[Communicated to the House of Deputies by Message No. 60.] 


The Bishop of Western Michigan moved the following Resolu- 
tion: 
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Resolved, the House of Deputies concurring, That the Joint Commis- 
sion on Ecuimenical Relations be authorized to represent this Church, 
not only with the Consultation, but also with. the Roman Catholic, 
Lutheran, and Orthodox Communions, and all other separated Christian 
bodies not yet represented by the Consultation, in the common effort 
toward understanding, co-operation, and unity among all Christian 
people. : 


Resolution adopted 


[Communicated to the House of Deputies by Message No. 63.] 


ee ee eee 


House of Deputies—Fourth Day 


Messages No. 60 and No. 63 were received from the House of 
Bishops and referred to the Committee on Ecumenical Relations. 


House of Deputies—Seventh Day 


The Rev. Mr. O’Leary of Western Michigan presented Report 
+: 7 of the Committee on Ecumenical Relations, as follows: 


The Committee has carefully considered Messages No. 60 and No. 63 
from the House of Bishops, after holding a public hearing thereon, and 
moves concurrence, with the following Amendments: 


1: 


After the first “Whereas” Clause, add a second Clause to read as 
follows: 


Whereas, Such a plan of union is “designed to be the basis and 
substance of continuing communication and dialogue between the 
Consultation Churches, and also with related ecumenical bodies”; 


2. In line 3 of the first “Resolved” Clause, before the word “matters”, 


3: 


insert the word “certain”; 
In the third “Resolved” Clause after the word “concerned”, strike 
the semi-colon and the words “and be it finally”, and substitute a 
comma and the following words; 
“but not to negotiate the enry of this Church into such a plan of 
union; and be it further”; 


. Incorporate the Resolution contained in Message No. 63 as the 


fifth “Resolved” Clause so that the Resolution will read as follows: 


Whereas, The Consultation on Church Union, at Dallas in 1966, 
unanimously approved “the document Principles of Church Union 
for transmission to the constituencies of the participating Churches 
for study and comment, the transmission to be made through the 
appropriate channels as determined by each participating Church, 
with the understanding that this document, together with the sug- 
gestions received from the participating Churches, and which are 
in due course approved by the Consultation, shall be the basis upon 
which to formulate a plan of union”; and 


Whereas, Such a plan of union is “designed to be the basis and 
substance of continuing communication and dialogue between the 
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Consultation and the participating Churches, between the Churches 
themselves and other Churches, and also with related ecumenical 
bodies”; therefore, be it 


Resolved, the House of Deputies concurring, That Principles of 
Church Union be commended as a significant advance toward 
Christian unity in certain matters of doctrine, worship, sacraments, 
and ministry, which have long divided loyal followers of Jesus 
Christ; and be it further 


Resolved, the House of Deputies concurring, That Principles of 
Church Union be made a subject for study and recommendations 
by an official committee in each Diocese; which committee shall 
report its findings to the Diocesan Convention, as well as to the 
Joint Commission on Ecumenical Relations for its consideration and 
use; and be it further 


Resolved, the House of Deputies concurring, That the Joint Com- 
mission on Ecumenical Relations be authorized to participate in 
the development by the Consultation on Church Union of a 
proposed plan of union for study at all levels of Church life and 
ultimate consideration by governing bodies of the Churches con- 
cerned, but not to negotiate the entry of this Church into such a 
plan of union; and be it further 


Resolved, the House of Deputies concurring, That the Joint Com- 
mission on Ecumenical Relations prepare a report on the Consul- 
tation for the Lambeth Conference of 1968, and that a full report 
be made at the next General Convention, together with any rec- 
ommendations; and be it further 


Resolved, the House of Deputies concurring, That the Joint Com- 
mission on Ecumenical Relations be authorized to represent this 
Church not only with the Consultation, but also with the Roman 
Catholic, Lutheran, and Orthodox Communions and all other sep- 
arated Christian bodies not yet represented in the Consultation in 
the common effort toward understanding, co-operation and unity 
among all Christian people. 

The House, unanimously, concurred, with Amendments 


[Communicated to the House of Bishops by Message No. 99.] 


ee ee 


House of Bishops—Eighth Day 


Message No. 99 was received from the House of Deputies. 
The schedule of amendments was read. 


The Bishop of Virginia moved that the House of Bishops concur 
in adopting the amendments proposed by the House of Deputies. 


The House concurred 
[Communicated to the House of Deputies by Message No. 157.] 
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Daniels, Jonathan 


House of Deputies—Eighth Date 


The Rev. Mr. Mollegen of Virginia presented Resor # 19 of the 
Committee on Christian Social Relations, with reference to HD 347 
and HD 348, being Resolutions sponsored, respectively, by the Rev. 
Mr. Morrill of New Hampshire, on behalf of the Deputation of that 
Diocese, and by Mr. Peabody of Massachusetts, moved the follow- 
ing Resolution: 


Whereas, Jonathan Daniels, a seminarian of this Church, engaged in 
a ministry of reconciliation in Alabama, was killed in the course of his 
work there on August 20, 1965; and 


Whereas, His witness to the power of non-resisting love, revealing our 
deep-rooted human prejudices and drawing men and women together 
across these barriers, continues to be of critical importance as we move 
into new areas of social conflict; now, therefore, be it 


Resolved, the House of Bishops concurring, That this 62nd General 
Convention of the Church express its gratitude for the witness of Jona- 
than Daniels on behalf of the Church and of human dignity. 

Resolution adopted 
(unanimous) 
[Communicated to the House of Bishops by Message No. 144.] 


—_—_._¢_ 


House of Bishops—Ninth Day 


Message No. 144 was received from the House of Deputies and 
read. 


The Bishop of West Missouri moved that the House concur. 
The House concurred 
[Communicated to the House of Deputies by Message No. 194.] 


Deaconesses—Joint Commission 


House of Bishops—Fourth Day 


Bishop Street, for the Committee on Deaconesses, moved a Reso- 
lution which had been proposed in a Memorial from the National 
Conference of Deaconesses, as follows: 


_ Whereas, The office of Deaconess is an ancient and honorable tradi- 
tion in the Christian Church, dating from St. Paul’s reference to the 
deaconess Phoebe in Romans 16:1-2; and 
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Whereas, The modern Deaconesses of the Episcopal Church, whose 
office was established by canon law in 1889, have for seventy-eight years 
fulfilled an active and vital ministry to the Church, and are deeply 
desirous, with the aid of the Holy Spirit, to continue this ministry; and 


Whereas, The National Conference of Deaconesses recognizes that a 
critical situation for the future of Deaconesses now exists, in that in 
1958 there were 96 Deaconesses and at present date there are 67, 33 
of whom are active, despite the fact that since 1960, 13 new Deaconesses 
have been added to date; and 


Whereas, In view of this situation, a committee of nine Deaconesses 
was appointed on October 12, 1966, by the Chairman of the National 
Conference of Deaconesses, to survey the Deaconesses and submit any 
suggestions necessary to the Special Committee of the House of Bishops 
on Deaconesses; and 


Whereas, This committee has conducted a survey of Deaconesses, and 
has incorporated the replies and recommendations in its report, copies 
of which are available; and 


Whereas, The findings of this survey indicate a need for clarification 
of the role of the Deaconess in the Episcopal Church today; now, there- 
fore, be it 


Resolved, the House of Deputies concurring, That a Joint Commission 
of three Bishops, three Presbyters, three Deaconesses, and three Lay 
Persons be appointed, with a staff member of the Division of Christian 
Ministries assigned to it, to be charged with the task of describing the 
role of the Deaconess in her ministry of service to the Church today; 
and be it further 


Resolved, the House of Deputies concurring, That this Joint Commis- 
sion report to the Presiding Bishop not later than December 31, 1969, 
and to the next succeeding meeting of the General Convention, its find- 
ings and recommendations; and be it further 


Resolved, the House of Deputies concurring, That the necessary ex- 
penses of such Joint Commission in excess of $5,000.00, which amount 
will be contributed by the National Conference of Deaconesses, be 
charged to the budget of the General Convention, and that the sum of 
$5,000.00 be included in the budget of the General Convention for 
such purpose. 


Resolution adopted 
[Communicated to the House of Deputies by Message No. 85.] 


ee ee 


House of Deputies—Fifth Day 


Message No. 85 was received from the House of Bishops and 
referred to the Joint Committee on Committees and Commissions. 


House of Deputies—Eighth Day 
The Rev. Mr. Curry of Western Massachusetts presented Report 
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# 11 of the Joint Committee on Committees and Commissions, 
as follows: 


1. Your Committee has considered Message No. 85 from the House 
of Bishops and recommends that this House do not concur. 
The House did not concur 


[Communicated to the House of Bishops by Message No. 141.] 


2. Your Committee believes that this matter lies in the realm of 
theological education, and should, therefore, be referred to the new 
Board-for Theological Education as part of its province. We so recom- 
mend and so move. ' ; 

Motion carried 


District of Columbia 


House of Bishops—Fourth Day 


The Suffragan Bishop of Washington moved the following Reso- 
lution: 


Whereas, We hold it to be the duty of every Christian citizen to guard 
for others the freedom of conscience and self-determination he treasures 
for himself; and 


Whereas, Our Nation’s Capital, Washington, D.C., represents to 
millions throughout the Nation and the world the focal point for their 
hopes and aspirations for freedom, self-government, and maximum par- 
ticipation of the individual in democracy; and 


Whereas, The Seventieth Annual Convention of the Diocese of Wash- 
ington resolved to strongly seek and support home-rule and self- 
government in Washington, the District of Columbia; and 


Whereas, The Congress, representing all of our Nation, has the 
ultimate legislative responsibility for assuring that the more than 820,000 
residents of Washington, the District of Columbia, will have a system 
of home-rule and representative, local, self-government; therefore, be it 


Resolved, the House of Deputies concurring, That the 62nd General 
Convention of the Protestant Episcopal Church in the United States of 
America strongly recommend that the Nation’s Capital, Washington, 
the District of Columbia, be granted home-rule and local self-govern- 
ment; and be it further 


Resolved, the House of Deputies concurring, That each Diocese and 
Missionary District of the Episcopal Church in the United States be 
encouraged to implement this Resolution by all and any appropriate 
means through their legislators in both Houses of the United States 
Congress; and be it further 


Resolved, the House of Deputies concurring, That the Secretary of the 
General Convention be instructed to send a copy of the Resolution to 
the President of the United States, the President of the United States 
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Senate, the Speaker of the House of Representatives, the Majority and 
Minority Leaders, and such other Senators and Members of the House of 
Representatives as he may deem appropriate. 


Resolution adopted 
[Communicated to the House of Deputies by Message No. 84.] 


——_—__e—_____ 


House of Deputies—Fifth Day 


Message No. 84 was received from the House of Bishops and 
referred to the Committee on National and International Problems. 


House of Deputies—Ninth Day 


The Rev. Mr. Pollard of Tennessee presented Report # 12 of 
the Committee on National and International Problems, and moved 
that the House concur with the House of Bishops in adopting the 
Resolution on Home Rule for the District of Columbia. 

The House concurred 

[Communicated to the House of Bishops by Message No. 187.] 


Ecclesiastical Arts Division 


House of Deputies—Second Day 


The Rev. Mr. Greenwood of Tennessee presented Report + 2 
of the Committee on Church Music, and moved the adoption of 
HD 18, a Resolution proposed by the Joint Commission on Church 
Music, as follows: 


Resolved, the House of Bishops concurring, That a Division of 
Ecclesiastical Arts be established, within the structure of the Executive 
Council, with an Officer having responsibility for consultation and 
co-ordination in the fields of Church Music, Architecture, and the 
Allied Arts: said Division to be related administratively to such De- 
partment of the Executive Council as may be determined by the said 
Council; and that such staff-Officer maintain liaison with the Joint 
Commissions on Church Music and Church Architecture and the Allied 
Arts. 

Resolution adopted 


[Communicated to the House of Bishops by Message No. 35.] 
ta a se ca ho al 


House of Bishops—Fourth Day 


Message No. 35 was received from the House of Deputies and 
referred to the Committee on Memorials and Petitions. 
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House of Bishops—Eighth Day 


The Bishop Coadjutor of Ohio, for the Committee on Memorials 
and Petitions, moved that the House concur ‘with the House of 
Bishops in respect of a Division of Ecclesiastical Arts. 

The House did not concur 

[Communicated to the House of Deputies by Message No. 156.] 


Ecumenical Study and Prayer 


House of Bishops—Second Day 


The Bishop of Milwaukee, for the Committee on Ecumenical 
Relations, moved the adoption of Resolution #4 4 as proposed by 
the Joint Commission on Ecumenical Relations, as follows: 


Resolved, the House of Deputies concurring, That Church people in 
parishes and Dioceses be encouraged to study the reports and documents 
of the Consultation on Church Union, together with such significant 
ecumenical developments as Vatican IJ, Anglican-Orthodox Relations, 
and other movements toward understanding, co-operation, and unity 
among Christian people; that such studies be undertaken in concert with 
members of other Churches as much as possible, and that the Executive 
Council be authorized to provide designs and materials for such programs 
of study; and be it further 


Resolved, the House of Deputies concurring, That members of this 
Church be asked to keep the cause of Christian unity constantly in their 
hearts and minds and to make it the subject of daily intercession, both 
public and private. 


Resolution adopted 
[Communicated to the House of Deputies by Message No. 42.] 


——____ 


House of Deputies—Third Day 


Message No. 42 was received from the House of Bishops and 
referred to the Committee on Ecumenical Relations. 


House of Deputies—Seventh Day 


The Rev. Mr. O’Leary of Western Michigan presented Report 
+4 of the Committee on Ecumenical Relations, and recommended 
that the House concur with the House of Bishops in adopting the 
Resolution on Ecumenical Study and Prayer, with the following 
Amendments in the first “Resolved” clause: 


il, aes the words, “and they hereby are”, between “be” and “encour- 
aged”, 
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2. Change “Christian people” to “God’s people”. 
3. Add the words, “and it hereby is”, between “is” and “authorized”. 
The House concurred, with Amendments 
[Communicated to the House of Bishops by Message No. 100.] 


i 


House of Bishops—Eighth Day 
Message No. 100 was received from the House of Deputies. 


The Suffragan Bishop (Boynton) of New York moved that the 
House of Bishops concur in amending the Resolution on Ecumeni- 
cal Study and Prayer. 

The House concurred 

[Communicated to the House of Deputies by Message No. 158.] 


“The Episcopalian, Inc.” 
House of Deputies—Fourth Day 


The Rev. Mr. Murray of Erie presented Report + 6 of the Com- 
mittee on Christian Education and moved the adoption of HD 3, 
being the confirmation of the interim election of Members and 
Directors of “‘The Episcopalian, Inc.”, as follows: 


Resolved, the House of Bishops concurring, That the elections of 
Kennett W. Hinks, Arthur Lichtenberger, and William G. Moore, as 
Members and Directors of “The Episcopalian, Inc.”, are hereby ap- 
proved, and that they be, and are hereby, retroactively appointed and 
confirmed as such Members and Directors as from the dates of their 
respective elections. 

Resolution adopted 


[Communicated to the House of Bishops by Message No. 69.] 


The Rev. Mr. Murray presented Report + 7 of the Committee 
and moved the adoption of HD 4, being the appointment of Mem- 
bers and Directors of “The Episcopalian, Inc.” for the triennium 
1967-1970, as follows: 


Resolved, the House of Deputies concurring, That the present Mem- 
bers and Directors of “The Episcopalian, Inc.”, namely, 


Joseph E. Boyle William S. Lea 
William McK. Chapman John H. Leach 
Margaret Cousins Arthur Lichtenberger 
Hugh Curtis Samuel W. Meek 

L. Philip Ewald William G. Moore 
Arthur Z. Gray Eliott Odell 

Kennett W. Hinks Thomas J. Patterson 
Howard Hoover John W Reinhardt 


Robert E. Kenyon, Jr. Samuel Welles 
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be, and they are hereby, appointed and confirmed to hold office until 
the next succeeding General Conyention and until their respective suc- 
cessors are appointed, confirmed, and qualified, as provided by the by- 
laws of the Corporation. ‘ 


Resolution adopted 
[Communicated to the House of Bishops by Message No. 68.] 


The Rev. Mr. Murray presented Report # 8 of the Committee, 
being a Resolution ratifying and confirming the actions of the 
Members and Directors of “The Episcopalian, Inc.” during the 
past triennium. 


The matter was referred to the Joint Committee on Program 
and Budget. 


House of Bishops—Fifth Day 


Messages No. 68 and No. 69 were received from the House of 
Deputies. 


The Bishop of Haiti moved that the House of Bishops concur 
with the House of Deputies in adopting the action contained in its 
Message No. 68. 

The House concurred 

[Communicated to the House of Deputies by Message No. 88.] 


The Bishop of New Hampshire moved that the House of Bishops 
concur with the House of Deputies in adopting the action contained 
in its Message No. 69. 


The House concurred 
[Communicated to the House of Deputies by Message No. 89.] 


oo ed 


House of Deputies—Ninth Day 


Mr. Wilson of Delaware presented Report # 11 of the Joint 


Committee on Program and Budget, and moved the adoption of 
HD 5, as follows: 


Resolved, the House of Deputies concurring, That the acts of the 
Members and Directors of “The Episcopalian, Inc.” during the preceding 
triennium, as reported to this General Convention, be, and they are 
hereby, ratified and confirmed. 


Resolution adopted 
[Communicated to the House of Bishops by Message No. 177.] 
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House of Bishops—Ninth Day 
Message No. 177 was received from the House of Deputies. 


The Bishop of Newark moved that the House concur. 


The House concurred 
[Communicated to the House of Deputies by Message No. 224.] 


“The Episcopalian Magazine”—Parish-Every-Family Plan 


House of Deputies—Fifth Day 


The Rev. Mr. Murray of Erie presented Report # 5 of the Com- 
mittee on Christian Education and moved the adoption of HD 2, a 
Resolution commending The Episcopalian’s Parish-Every- Family 
Plan to the Church, as follows: 


Your Committee has discussed HD 2, which reads, 


Resolved, the House of Bishops concurring, That the General Con- 
vention commend the use of The Episcopalian, through the Parish- 
Every-Family Plan, to each parish and mission of this Church, and 
urge parish vestries and mission committees to take action to make 
this continuing means of adult education available to each family in 
the Church. 


and believe that if the object of the Resolution were realized the finan- 
cial status of this useful magazine would be secured, and (more impor- 
tantly) the usefulness of The Episcopalian further enhanced. 


We recommend the adoption of the Resolution. 
Resolution adopted 
[Communicated to the House of Bishops by Message No. 70.] 


(eS ee re SE 


House of Bishops—Fifth Day 
Message No. 70 from the House of Deputies was received. 


The Bishop of Haiti moved that the House concur. 
The House concurred 
[Communicated to the House of Deputies by Message No. 90.] 


Epistles and Gospels 


House of Bishops—Second Day 


The Bishop Coadjutor of Louisiana, for the Committee on the 
Prayer Book, moved the adoption of the Resolution proposed by 
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the Standing Liturgical Commission, which would authorize, on a 
trial-use basis, the substitution of modern biblical versions for the 
liturgical lections, as follows: 


Resolved, the House of Deputies concurring, That this Sixty-Second 
General Convention, in accordance with Clause (b) of Article X., of 
the Constitution, authorize for trial use throughout this Church, for a 
period of three years, as from All Saints Day, 1967, in lieu of the Epis- 
tles and Gospels set out in the Book of Common Prayer, the correspond- 
ing passages from any one of those translations of the Holy Scriptures 
that are permitted by Canon 20 to be used for the Lessons at Morning 
and Evening Prayer. 

Resolution adopted 


[Communicated to the House of Deputies by Message No. 29.] 


House of Deputies—Third Day 


The Rev. Mr. Lemoine of Long Island presented Report # 10 of 
the Committee on the Book of Common Prayer, and moved that the 
House concur with the House of Bishops in adopting the action 
communicated in its Message No. 29. 


The House concurred 
[Communicated to the House of Bishops by Message No. 43.] 


Equal Opportunity (Clergy) 


House of Deputies—Eighth Day 


The Rev. Mr. Mollegen of Virginia presented Report # 18 of 
the Committee on Christian Social Relations, with regard to 
HD 352, a Resolution sponsored by the Rev. Mr. Hancock of 
Minnesota on behalf of the Bishop and Council of that Diocese. 


The Rev. Mr. Mollegen moved the following Resolution: 


Resolved, the House of Bishops concurring, That the General Conven- 
tion declare it to be the policy of this Church that all ordained men be 
given equal opportunities, that the practice of limiting non-white priests 
to non-white churches be abandoned, and that the Bishops of the several 
Dioceses and Missionary Districts recommend qualified non-white clergy- 
men to fill vacant positions in the regular procedure of recommendation. 


Resolution adopted 
[Communicated to the House of Bishops by Message No. 145.] 
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House of Bishops—Ninth Day 
Message No. 145 was received from the House of Deputies. 


The Bishop of New Hampshire moved that the House concur. 
The House concurred 
[Communicated to the House of Deputies by Message No. 195.] 


Equal Opportunity Policy 
House of Deputies—Third Day 


The Rev. Mr. Mollegen of Virginia presented Report # 7 of the 
Committee on Christian Social Relations, with regard to HD 119, a 
Memorial from the Diocese of Iowa on the subject of non-discrim- 
inatory practices. 


The Rev. Mr. Mollegen moved a Resolution, somewhat amended 
(in consultation with the Iowa Deputation) from the original 
Memorial, as follows: 


Resolved, the House of Bishops concurring, That this General Conven- 
tion affirm its conviction that all parishes and missions of every juris- 
diction of the Church, and Church-related institutions and agencies, and 
membership on their boards, should be available to all the people of 
that jurisdiction without regard to sex, race, color, or national origin; 
that employment-practices of such institutions, parishes, and missions, 

~ in both their professional and non-professional staffs, should be similarly 
non-discriminatory; and that such institutions, parishes, and missions 
should do all in their power to encourage and influence all persons with 
whom they deal, and all institutions in which their funds are held or 
invested, to follow policies of non-discrimination with regard to sex, race, 

religion, or national origin in employment and service. 
Resolution adopted 


[Communicated to the House of Bishops by Message No. 57.] 


House of Bishops—Fourth Day 
Message No. 57 was received from the House of Deputies. 


The Suffragan Bishop of Washington moved that the House 
concur. 
The House concurred 
[Communicated to the House of Deputies by Message No. 82.] 
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Equality of Man (ESCRU Petition) 
House of Deputies—Eighth Day j 


The Rev. Mr. Mollegen of Virginia presented Report # 20 of 
the Committee on Christian Social Relations, in respect of HD 350, 
a Memorial and Petition introduced by the Rev. Mr. Pelham of 
Michigan on behalf of the Episcopal Society For Cultural and Racial 
Unity and 10,000 signatories. 


The Committee’s Report called attention to the fact that the 
Church, in General Convention assembled, in 1958, 1961, and 
1964, had addressed itself to the problems of segregation and dis- 
crimination, and commended the actions of the aforesaid Conven- 
tions to the entire Church, 


The Rev. Mr. Mollegen moved the following Resolution: 


Whereas, Prejudice is inconsistent with the Gospel of Jesus Christ; and 


Whereas, The very existence of the Church affirms the supernatural 
unity of mankind in the common waters of baptism; and 


Whereas, There is cause for penitence for marks of racial discrimina- 
tion and segregation both in the past and present life of this Church; 
therefore, be it 


Resolved, the House of Bishops concurring, That the Church resist 
with holy zeal any and all efforts, either from within or without, to 
deflect it from its mission as God’s agent of reconciliation in the world; 
and be it further 


Resolved, the House of Bishops concurring, That since areas of racial 
and social conflict affecting all minorities continue to exist,—because 
of residential barriers and lack of open occupancy in our cities, suburbs 
and towns, in the fight for freedom and protection before the law, in 
the struggle for equal education in our schools, and in opening new 
opportunities in employment,—this whole Church give unwavering ma- 
terial and moral support to programs designed to bring about the equal- 
ity of man as prayed for by our Lord; and be it further 


Resolved, the House of Bishops concurring, That this 62nd General 
Convention join with those 10,000 members of this Church who have 
called for a Council of Renewal, which will have as one of its major 
items of concern the existence of racism in Church and society. 


: Resolution adopted 
[Communicated to the House of Bishops by Message No. 168.] 
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House of Bishops—Ninth Day 
Message No. 168 was received from the House of Deputies. 


The Bishop of Spokane moved that the House concur. 
The House concurred 
[Communicated to the House of Deputies by Message No. 228.] 


Euthanasia 
House of Deputies—Eighth Day 


The Rev. Mr. Mollegen of Virginia presented Report # 9 of 
the Committee on Christian Social Relations, as follows: 


Your Committee on Christian Social Relations, to whom was referred 
HD 315, a Resolution sponsored by the Rev. Mr. Trelease of Ohio, 
which Resolution proposes that a Joint Commission on Euthanasia be 
established, has considered the matter. 


While we agree with the substance of the Resolution, we do not be- 
lieve that a special Joint Commission should be set up, because the 
subject matter properly is part of the frame of reference of an existing 
Commission. 


We recommend, therefore, the following: 


Resolved, the House of Bishops concurring, That the Joint Com- 
mission on the Church in Human Affairs be instructed to consider the 
matter of euthanasia, with medical consultants and theologians, and 
to report their findings to the 63rd General Convention. 


Resolution adopted 
[Communicated to the House of Bishops by Message No. 148.] 


House of Bishops—Ninth Day 
Message No. 148 was received from the House of Deputies. 


The Bishop of Utah moved that the House concur. 
The House concurred 
[Communicated to the House of Deputies by Message No. 197.] 


Evangelism 
House of Deputies—Ninth Day 
The Rev. Mr. Lumpkin of Upper South Carolina presented 
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Report # 3 of the Committee on Evangelism, and moved the 
following Resolution: 


Whereas, The members of the Joint Commission on Evangelism in- 
terpret Evangelism to be the personal, human, and subjective, communi- 
cation of the presence and power of Jesus Christ in the world; and 


Whereas, The Joint Commission has, over a nine-year period, found 
itself incapable of performing the weighty work of programming, teach- 
ing, co-ordinating, and encouraging a dynamic renewal of personal 
responsibility in respect of the above-mentioned communication; and 


Whereas, It is self-evident that Evangelism is indeed a fundamental 
part of any spiritual renewal of the Church and a specific arm of the 
General Church Program, including Mutual Responsibility and Urban 
Crisis Programs; now, therefore, be it 


1, Resolved, the House of Bishops concurring, That this General 
Convention request the Presiding Bishop, at his earliest convenience, 
to appoint a person, or persons, of sufficient ability, to give leadership 
to the Church on all matters pertaining to its program of Evangelism; 
and be it further 


2. Resolved, the House of Bishops concurring, That this General 
Convention direct the Executive Council to give emphasis to the 
proposed program entitled, “Missionary Structure of the Congregation”, 
particularly as this program involves a concern for Evangelism; and 
be it further 


3. Resolved, the House of Bishops concurring, that sufficient sec- 
retarial help, travel, various expenses, and pensions, be provided in 
the General Church Program for the establishment of the office, as 
follows: 


(a) $36,000.00 for stipend and housing, 
(b) 9,000.00 for travel, 

(c) 15,000.00 for secretarial help, 

(d) 15,000.00 for office expenses, 

(e) 5,000.00 for pensions; 


all sums representing estimates for the triennium 1968-1970, and 
totalling $80,400.00; and be it further 


4. Resolved, the House of Bishops concurring, That a National 
Advisory Committee, or some such similar committee, consisting of 
not more than eight (8) or less than four (4) members, consisting of 
Bishops, priests, and laymen, be appointed by the Presiding Bishop 
to replace the present Joint Commission; and that the Advisory Com- 
mittee be charged with the responsibility of co-operating with the 
aforementioned General Church leader on Evangelism and acting as 
his council of advice; and be it further 


_ 5. Resolved, the House of Bishops concurring, That the Joint Com- 
mission on Evangelism be discharged. 


; Resolution adopted 
[Communicated to the House of Bishops by Message No. 175] 
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House of Bishops—Ninth Day 
Message No. 175 was received from the House of Deputies. 


The Bishop of Washington moved that the House concur. 


The House concurred 
[Communicated to the House of Deputies by Message No. 222.] 


Executive Council Members 
House of Bishops—Sixth Day 
Ballots were cast for episcopal members of the Executive Council. 
The following Bishops were elected: 


The Bishop of Pennsylvania, for a three-year term; 
The Bishop of Georgia, and 
The Bishop of Southern Ohio, for six-year terms. 


[Communicated to the House of Deputies by Message No. 130.] 


House of Deputies—Seventh Day 
Message No. 130 was received from the House of Bishops. 


The Rev. Mr. Woodward of West Missouri, for the Committee 
on Dispatch of Business, moved that the House confirm the election 
by the House of Bishops of the Bishops of Pennsylvania, Georgia, 
and Southern Ohio, to serve on the Executive Council. 


Election confirmed 
[Communicated to the House of Bishops by Message No. 105.] 


The Rev. Mr. Thorp of Southern Ohio, for the Committee on 
Nominations for the Executive Council, moved that the House elect 
Charles V. Willie, Ph.D., of Central New York, to fill out the un- 
expired term of Albert C. Jacobs, LL.D., on the Executive Council, 
on which he has been serving by virtue of interim action of the said 


Council. 
Dr. Willie elected 
[Communicated to the House of Bishops by Message No. 104.] 
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House of Bishops—Eighth Day 
Message No. 104 was received from the House of Deputies. 


The Bishop of Honolulu moved that the House confirm the elec- 
tion of Charles V. Willie to fill an unexpired term on the Executive 
Council. 

Election confirmed 

[Communicated to the House of Deputies by Message No. 159.] 


ee 


House of Deputies—Eighth Day 


The Deputies cast their ballots for members of the Executive 
Council. 


The following were elected: 


Rev. Mr. Gillett of Quincy 

Rev. Mr. Gressle of Delaware 

Rev. Mr. Spofford of Idaho 

Mr. Morehouse of New York 

Mr. Harmon of Liberia 

Mr. Walker of Los Angeles 

Mr. Taylor of East Carolina 

Mr. Ikard of New Mexico and Southwest Texas 
Mr. Wilson of Delaware 

Mr. Tillson of Massachusetts (3-year term) 


Also, on nomination of the Triennial Meeting of the Women of 
the Church, the following: 

Mrs. Seaton G. Bailey of Georgia 

Mrs. Cyrus M. Higley of Central New York 

Mrs. Harold Kelleran of Virginia 

Dr. Charity Waymouth of Maine 

Mrs. Robert H. Durham of Michigan (2nd Term) 

Mrs. Harold Sorg of California (2nd Term) 


[Communicated to the House of Bishops by Message No. 159.] 


rR 


House of Bishops—Ninth Day 
Message No. 159 was received from the House of Deputies. 


The Bishop of Alaska moved that the House confirm the election 
by the House of Deputies of three Presbyters, seven Lay men, and 
six Lay women to the Executive Council. 

Election confirmed 

[Communicated to the House of Deputies by Message No. 208.] 
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Executive Council Visitations 
House of Deputies—Fifth Day 


Mr. Ikard of New Mexico and Southwest Texas presented Report 
# 8 of the Committee on Stewardship, in respect of HD 57, a 
Resolution proposed by the Mutual Responsibility Commission, 
calling on Executive Council members to visit every jurisdiction 
of the Church. Mr. Ikard moved the Resolution as follows: 


Resolved, the House of Bishops concurring, That an annual program 
of visitation of every jurisdiction of the Church be conducted by elected 
members of the Executive Council, for the purpose of insuring full 
communication between the Council and the Dioceses of the Church, 
and to insure, also, that a financial pledge shall be made, by the first 
day of February of each year, to the Treasurer of the Executive Council 
by every jurisdiction; it being understood that communication is of the 
first importance and that the financial pledge shall be the full and free 
decision of every jurisdiction. 


Resolution adopted 
[Communicated to the House of Bishops by Message No. 81.] 


a a ee 


House of Bishops—Sixth Day 


Message No. 81 was received from the House of Deputies and 
referred to the Committee on Memorials and Petitions. 


House of Bishops—Eighth Day 


The Bishop of Chicago, for the Committee on Memorials and 
Petitions, moved that the House concur with the House of Deputies 
in adopting the action communicated in its Message No. 81. 

The House concurred 

[Communicated to the House of Deputies by Message No. 181.] 


Expense-Allowance for Deputies 
House of Deputies—Second Day 


Mr. Worsham of Dallas presented Report # 4 of the Committee 
on Structure, and moved the adoption of HD 36, a Resolution pro- 
posed by the Joint Commission on the Structure of the General 
Convention and Provinces on the subject of a study of the feasibility 
of a nationally funded expense-allowance for Deputies, as follows: 


Resolved, the House of Bishops concurring, That the matter of an 
equalized expense-allowance for General Convention Deputies be re- 
ferred to the Executive Council, with the request that the Council direct 
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its Division of Research and Field Study, in consultation with the 
Treasurer of the General Convention, to study the matter and communi- 
cate its findings to the Joint Commission on Structure of the General 
Convention and Provinces. 


Resolution adopted 
[Communicated to the House of Bishops by Message No. 21.] 


SS 


House of Bishops—Third Day 
Message No. 21 was received from the House of Deputies. 


The Bishop of Delaware moved that the House concur. 
The House concurred 
[Communicated to the House of Deputies by Message No. 54.] 


Flood-Relief 
House of Deputies—Seventh Day 


The Rev. Mr. Tate of Atlanta, on a question of privilege, 
requested, and received, the permission of the House to introduce, 
out of order, a Resolution requiring concurrent action. 


He moved the following Resolution: 


Resolved, the House of Bishops concurring, That, in view of the wide- 
spread suffering, loss of life, and property damage, being experienced 
in the Southwestern part of the U.S.A. and in Mexico, the Presiding 
Bishop’s Fund for World Relief be requested to send funds, at their 
discretion, in the interest of flood-relief, and that the Church at large be 
encouraged to assist the program as may be possible. 


Resolution adopted 
[Communicated to the House of Bishops by Message No. 115.] 


oi¢. 7. aie 
House of Bishops—Eighth Day 
Message No. 115 was received from the House of Deputies. 


The Bishop of West Texas moved that the House concur. 
The House concurred 


[Communicated to the House of Deputies by Message No. 183.] 
Forward Movement Publications 
House of Bishops—Second Day 


Bishop Hobson, on behalf of the Forward Movement Publica- 
tions, moved the following Resolution: 
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Resolved, the House of Deputies concurring, That the Presiding Bishop 
be authorized to continue the Forward Movement Publications under his 
supervision, and to appoint such staff members and committees as may 
be required to maintain the program. 


Resolution adopted 
[Communicated to the House of Deputies by Message No. 37.] 


—$—— 6 


House of Deputies—Third Day 


Message No. 37 was received from the House of Bishops and 
referred to the Committee on Evangelism. 


The Rev. Mr. Lumpkin of Upper South Carolina presented 
Report # 2 of the Committee on Evangelism, in respect both of 
Message No. 37 and HD 10, being the same Resolution, as proposed 
by Forward Movement Publications in its Report to this Convention. 


The Rev. Mr. Lumpkin moved that the House concur, with 
Amendments, as follows: 


That the Resolution be introduced by the following preamble, to wit: 


Whereas, The Mission of the Episcopal Church has been served for 
thirty-three years by the Forward Movement Program; and 
Whereas, The Forward Movement Publications has adopted the 
“New Look” in its ministry of the printed word, while continuing its 
more traditional pamphlet series, in an earnest effort to communicate 
with people of all sorts and conditions within the context of a chang- 
ing world; therefore, be it 
The House concurred, with Amendments 


[Communicated to the House of Bishops by Message No. 37.] 
—_—____.q—______ 


House of Bishops—Fourth Day 


Message No. 37 was received from the House of Deputies. 
The Bishop of Alaska moved that the House concur. 

The House concurred 
[Communicated to the House of Deputies by Message No. 71.] 


General Church Program 


House of Deputies—Seventh Day 


Mr. Wilson of Delaware, Vice-Chairman of the Joint Committee 
on Program and Budget, submitted the Final Report of the Joint 
Committee, and commented on it. 
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Mr. McFaddin of Texas read a Minority Report, bearing his 
signature only, objecting to one. feature of the Report; namely, 
grants for and to community organizations. (See Journal of the 
House of Deputies for the Seventh Day). 


Mr. Wilson moved the adoption of the first two Resolutions of 
the Committee as follows: 


ReEso.uTion No. 1 


Resolved, the House of Bishops concurring, That the General Church 
Program for the 1968-1970 Triennium, as submitted by the Joint Com- 
mittee on Program and Budget, be, and the same is hereby, approved 
and adopted for the said triennium. 


RESOLUTION No. 2 


Resolved, the House of Bishops concurring, That the Detailed Budget 
for 1968, as submitted by the Joint Committee on Program and Budget, 
in the total amount of $14,654,053.00, be adopted for such year of 1968 
to execute those portions of such Program as appear under the columns 
headed “Priority 1” and “Priority 2” thereof. 


Mr. McFaddin moved amendments to both Resolutions, as 
follows: 


1. That Resolution No. 1 be amended by substituting a comma for the 
final period, and adding the words, “except as modified by the Gen- 
eral Convention.” 

2. That Resolution No. 2 be amended by deducting from the Detailed 
Budget total for 1968 the amount of $520,000.00, being the sums 
allocated for grants to community organizations and to the Inter- 
Religious Foundation for Community Organization (IFCO), thus 
reducing the said total from $14,654,053.00 to $14,134,053.00. 


The Rev. Mr. Woodward of West Missouri presented Report 
# 55 of the Committee on Dispatch of Business, and moved a 
Resolution setting the procedure for a debate on Mr. McFaddin’s 
amendments, as follows: 


1. That the debate be limited to 50 minutes. 

2. That each speaker be limited to 2 minutes. 

3. That 5 minutes be allotted to Mr. McFaddin and 10 minutes to the 
Joint Committee on Program and Budget, for rebuttal. 

4. That no motion to cut off debate be in order until the 50-minute 
period is past. 

Resolution adopted 
Debate ensued. 


In the course of the debate, reference was made to the effect of 
the proposed Program and Budgets on the overseas work of the 
Church. 
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The Rev. Mr. Potter of the Dominican Republic rose to a ques- 
tion of personal privilege, and, on behalf of the Deputies of the 
jurisdictions of Province IX, submitted a statement agreed to by 
those Deputies, assembled in St. Andrew’s Church, Seattle, on Sep- 
tember 16, 1967, as follows: 


I. The Synod of Province IX has heard the call of the Presiding 
Bishop for responsible action by the Episcopal Church in response to 
the present crisis in North American society. Though residents and 
citizens of other nations and societies in this hemisphere, we are fellow- 
members of the Episcopal Church; and thus, we are identified with you 
in deep concern for the urban crisis. 

We would fail in our obedience to the mandate of Mutual Responsi- 
bility and Inter-dependence if we did not share this concern with you. In 
response to this concern, we commit ourselves to the task of discover- 
ing how we as members of our Church can respond creatively to the 
requirements in mission that the present recognition of the crisis places 
upon us all. 

Similarly, complex problems throughout this hemisphere pose for us 
dangers equal to yours. We look with hopefulness to the leadership now 
being taken by the Church in the United States in dealing with these 
problems. We are grateful that the example of our Church may help 
lead us to a realistic and creative confrontation with our own situation. 

Il. The courageous revision of your priorities must be matched in 
our overseas jurisdictions by a similar readiness to re-study our own pro- 
grams, re-examine our own priorities and re-design our own response to 
mission. 

In doing this we recognize the opportunity we now have for growing 
in our understanding of stewardship. We now shall ask ourselves, as 
realistically as possible, whether or not we can find within our own life 
the means for doing more. 

Ill. We pray that all of us together may accept this greater challenge. 
We recognize that what the Executive Council itself can do is small 
compared to the need. It is also small compared to the total action that 
can be taken by individual parishes and Dioceses throughout the United 
States. More than 10,000 clergy and 3% million lay members can lend 
their weight to a massive effort if they will. Just as the Executive Coun- 
cil budget has been carefully re-examined so can individual parish 
budgets be re-established and local priorities re-set. 

We rejoice to be part of our one Church, and we join our fellow 
members in praying fervently that now and always the Church may be 
the Church. 


The previous question was moved, being the McFaddin amend- 


ments. . - 
Motion carried 


The Diocese of Arkansas demanded a vote by orders and 
Dioceses. 


Two Clerical and four Lay Deputations asked to be polled, with 
the following results: 
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Kentucky—Clerical Kentucky—Lay 

Estill—No Heyburn—No 

Langley—Yes Shane—No 

Donovan—No Greer—Yes ar 

Gentleman—No Vote: No Rash—Yes ~ Vote: Divided 
Northern Indiana—Clerical South Florida—Lay 

Royster—No Gibbons—Yes 

Sheridan—No Tylander—No 

Richardson— Yes Cooke—Yes 

Eyrick—No Vote: No MacDonald—Yes Vote: Yes 
Florida—Lay Western North Carolina—Lay 

Burn—Yes Stoney—No 

Platt—Yes Felmet—Yes 

Smith—No Potter—Yes oe 

Osborn— Yes Vote: Yes Hartley—No Vote: Divided 


The result of the vote by orders was announced as follows: 
Clerical: Ayes, 612; Noes, 7642; Divided, 3. 
Lay: Ayes, 18%; Noes, 5434; Divided, 11. 
Amendments not adopted 


It was moved that further consideration of Resolutions No. 1 and 
No. 2, and No. 6, be postponed until the evening session, so that 
those persons who were unable to speak to the question or to offer 
amendments, when the debate was closed, might have a chance to 
be heard at an open hearing to be held after the afternoon session. 

Motion carried 

Mr. Bressoud of Bethlehem moved that the action taken on 
Resolution No. 1 be reconsidered. 

Motion not carried 

Mr. Wise of Mississippi moved that the action taken on Resolution 
No. 2 be reconsidered. 

Motion not carried 

At the evening session, the consideration of Resolutions No. 1, 
No. 2, and No. 6 was made the order of business. 

Mr. Cheney moved that the House resolve itself into a Committee 


of the Whole, to sit for 30 minutes and consider additional 
amendments. 


Motion carried 


The Chair appointed Mr. Crump as chairman of the Committee 
of the Whole. 


The Committee rose and reported to the House. 


ReEso.uTion No. 1 


Resolution No. 1 was put to a vote. 


Resolution adopted 
[Communicated to the House of Bishops by Message No. 107.] 
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House of Bishops—Eighth Day 


Message No. 107 was received from the House of Deputies. 
The Bishop of Bethlehem moved that the House concur, with 
Amendments, as follows: 


Add to the end thereof the words, “and that the present quota system 
continue through the triennium 1967-1970.” 


The House concurred, with Amendments 
[Communicated to the House of Deputies by Message No. 170.] 


a ee 


House of Deputies—Ninth Day 
Message No. 170 was received from the House of Bishops. 


Mr. Wilson of Delaware moved that the House concur. 
The House concurred 
[Communicated to the House of Bishops by Message No. 198.] 


eee 


RESOLUTION No. 2 
House of Deputies—Seventh Day 


Resolution No. 2 was put to a vote, being the Detailed Budget 
for 1968, in the amount of $14,654,053.00. 
Resolution adopted 
[Communicated to the House of Bishops by Message No. 108.] 


———— ee 


House of Bishops—Eighth Day 
Message No. 108 was received from the House of Deputies. 


The Bishop of Bethlehem moved that the House concur. 
The House concurred 
[Communicated to the House of Deputies by Message No. 171.] 


oe 


ReEso.uTion No. 3 
House of Deputies—Seventh Day 
Mr. Wilson of Delaware moved Resolution No. 3, as follows: 


Resolved, the House of Bishops concurring, That the Estimated Bud- 
get for 1969, as submitted by the Joint Committee on Program and 
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Budget, in the total amount of $15,240,215 00 be adopted for such year 
of 1969. 


Resolution adopted 
[Communicated to the House ai Bishops by Message No. 109.] 


————————§"_§+§_o——_—__—— 


House of Bishops—Eighth Day 
Message No. 109 was received from the House of Deputies. 


The Bishop of Bethlehem moved that the House concur. 


The House concurred 
[Communicated to the House of Deputies by Message No. 172.] 


sc 


RESOLUTION No. 4 
House of Deputies—Seventh Day 
Mr. Wilson of Delaware moved Resolution No. 4, as follows: 
Resolved, the House of Bishops concurring, That the Estimated Bud- 


get for 1970, as submitted by the Joint Committee on Program and 


Budget, in the total amount of $15,697,421.00, be adopted for such year 
of 1970. 


Resolution adopted 
[Communicated to the House of Bishops by Message No. 110.] 


TT) 


House of Bishops—Eighth Day 
Message No. 110 was received from the House of Deputies. 


The Bishop of Bethlehem moved that the House concur. 


The House concurred 
[Communicated to the House of Deputies by Message No. 173.] 


Oh 


REsouuTion No. 5 
House of Deputies—Seventh Day 
Mr. Wilson of Delaware moved Resolution No. 5, as follows: 
Resolved, the House of Bishops concurring, That the Executive 


Council shall have the power to expend all sums of money included in 
the Detailed Budget for the year 1968, as well as the Estimated Budgets 
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for the years 1969 and 1970, respectively, subject to the following 
restrictions: 


1. As soon as may be done after the beginning of each such year, and 
after first receiving the advice of its own Department of Finance, the 
Executive Council shall so adjust the Detailed Budget or Estimated 
Budget for each such year as to reflect the responses of the several Di- 
oceses and Missionary Districts under the authority of this General 
Convention, as well as other income available to carry out the General 
Church Program reflected thereby, all to the end that the Executive 
Council shall carry out such General,Church Program upon a pay- 
as-you-go basis during each year of such triennium; 
2, Any so-called “lapsed balances” from any given prior year, includ- 
ing 1967, may either be treated and considered, in whole or in part, 
as other income available to carry out the General Church Program 
hereby provided for the ensuing years of such triennium, or may be 
credited to a reserve for future program need and shall be expended 
for no other purpose whatsoever; 
3. At. any time, and from time to time during any year of. such 
triennium, after first receiving the advice of its own Finance Depart- 
ment, the Executive Council may make such further adjustments in 
the Detailed Budget or Estimated Budget for any year of such 
triennium as shall reasonably be required to 

a. Better co-ordinate the administration and execution of the Gen- 

eral Church Program reflected thereby; or 

b. Undertake such other work provided for in the General Church 

Program approved by this General Convention as in the judgment 

of the Council its income will warrant; or 

c. Undertake other work under the jurisdiction of the Council, or 

adjust or re-adjust the order of priorities theretofore established by 

the General Convention or the Executive Council for such year, 

the need for which may have arisen after the action of this General 

Convention, as in the judgment of the Council its income will 

warrant; 
and 
4. The Department of Finance of the Executive Council shall be 
charged with the responsibility of formulating officer-policies and 
employee-personnel-policies and of supervising the allocation of all 
funds reflected in such Detailed Budget and Estimated Budgets under 
the item of Salary Adjustment Fund. 

Resolution adopted 


[Communicated to the House of Bishops by Message No. 111.] 


House of Bishops—Eighth Day 
Message No. 111 was received from the House of Deputies. 


The Bishop of Bethlehem moved that the House concur. 
The House concurred 
[Communicated to the House of Deputies by Message No. 174.] 
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REsoLuTion No. 6 
House of Deputies—Seventh Day 


Mr. Wilson of Delaware moved the adoption of Resolution No. 6, 
being the criteria for grants. 


Mr. Gasch of Washington offered an amendment, which was 
accepted by Mr. Wilson on behalf of the Committee, and which 
became, therefore, a part of the Resolution, as moved; namely, to 
add, at the end of the Resolution, a proviso, in the following words: 


Provided, that none of these funds may be utilized for the benefit of, 
or in connection with, the activities of any individual or group which 
advocates the use of violence as a part of its program. 


Mr. Bowman of Virginia moved an amendment, as follows: 


That there be added a new sub-paragraph, to be numbered (5), 
which shall read as follows: 


(5) The programs contemplated by this Resolution (No. 6) shall be 
administered, implemented, and carried out, without regard to race, 
creed, or ethnic origin. 
Amendment adopted 
Resolution No. 6, as refined and amended, was put to a vote as 
follows: 


Resolved, the House of Bishops concurring, That in the execution of 
any and all grants contemplated by the “Crisis-in-American-Life Pro- 
gram” of such General Church Program, the Executive Council, acting 
for and on behalf of The Episcopal Church, either alone or through 
coalition with other Churches or agencies approved by the Council, 
shall be responsible to The Episcopal Church, in accord with proper 
stewardship, for the following aspects of each such grant: 


1. Initial appraisal of the purposes and ends sought to be obtained 
by the proposed grant-recipient; 

2. Initial appraisal of the ability of the proposed grant-recipient to 
attain such purposes and ends; 

3. Proper accounting by the grant-recipient for the proceeds of such 
grant and audit thereof in accord with customary procedures; 

4. Evaluation of the administration and execution of the grant and 
of the progress towards the attainment of the purposes and ends 
sought thereby; 

5. The programs contemplated by this Resolution (No. 6) shall be 
administered, implemented, and carried out without regard to race, 
creed, or ethnic origin. 


Otherwise, neither The Episcopal Church, nor the Executive Council 
or any Officer or agency thereof, shall undertake to exercise any super- 
vision or control whatsoever over any grant once made, or the admin- 
istration and execution thereof by the recipient, or the ends and pur- 
poses sought to be attained thereby; Provided, that none of these funds 
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may be utilized for the benefit of, or in connection with, the activities 
of any individual or group which advocates the use of violence as a part 
of its program. 


Resolution adopted 
[Communicated to the House of Bishops by Message No. 112.] 


—_—e—_—_____. 


House of Bishops—Eighth Day 
Message No. 112 was received from the House of Deputies. 
The Bishop of Bethlehem moved that the House concur. 


The Bishop Coadjutor of Alabama moved to amend the proviso, 
by adding, after the word “advocates”, the words “or practices”. 
Amendment not adopted 


The motion to concur was put. 
The House concurred 
[Communicated to the House of Deputies by Message No. 175.] 


fee, Pte shen Wigs 
REsoLuTion No. 7 
House of Deputies—Seventh Day 
Mr. Wilson of Delaware moved the adoption of Resolution No. 7. 


Mr. Wilson accepted, and incorporated in his motion, an amend- 
ment offered by Mr. Humrickhouse of Virginia, in respect of the role 
of the Vice-President of this House in filling the vacancies on the 
Joint Committee if the office of President be vacant. 


Resolution No. 7 was put to a vote, as follows: 


Resolved, the House of Bishops concurring, That there be appointed 
a Joint Committee on Program and Budget for the next succeeding 
General Convention, consisting of six (6) Bishops, to be appointed by 
the Presiding Bishop, and six (6) Presbyters and twelve (12) Laymen, 
to be appointed by the President of the House of Deputies (or if his 
office shall become vacant for any reason, then by the Vice-President 
of the House of Deputies, and if both offices are vacant for any reason, 
then by the Presiding Bishop); and further 


Resolved, the House of Bishops concurring, That such Joint Com- 
mittee shall 


1. Receive from the Executive Council, as soon as the same may be 
available, the proposed General Church Program for the triennium 
1971-1973, including the proposed Detailed Budget for the year 1971, 
as well as the proposed Estimated Budgets for the two succeeding 
years; 


. 
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2. Convene and organize at such time and place as its Convener 
shall appoint; 7 

3. Meet in the Convention City of the next General Convention, as 
well as at such other places as it shall determine, sufficiently in ad- 
vance of the next General Convention as timely to complete its work; 
4. Conduct hearings upon such proposed Program and Budgets; and 
5. Consider and report upon such proposed Program and Budgets, as 
well as all matters incident thereto, to the next succeeding General 
Convention. 


Resolution adopted 
[Communicated to the House of Bishops by Message No. 113.] 


ee 


House of Bishops—Eighth Day 
Message No. 113 was received from the House of Deputies. 


The Bishop of Bethlehem moved that the House concur. 
The House concurred 
[Communicated to the House of Deputies by Message No. 176.] 


ReEso.ution No. 8 


House of Deputies—Seventh Day 


Mr. Wilson of Delaware presented Resolution No. 8 as follows: 


Resolved, the House of Bishops concurring, That an appropriation of 
$12,500.00 for the triennium 1968-1970 be included in the Budget of 
this General Convention for the work of the Joint Committee on 1971- 
1973 Program and Budget of the next succeeding General Convention. 


Resolution adopted 
[Communicated to the House of Bishops by Message No. 114.] 


House of Bishops—Eighth Day 
Message No. 114 was received from the House of Deputies. 


The Bishop of Bethlehem moved that the House concur. 


The House concurred 
[Communicated to the House of Deputies by Message No. 147.) 
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General Church Program—Interpretation 
House of Deputies—Fifth Day 


Mr. Ikard of New Mexico and Southwest Texas presented Reports 
# 5 and 4 7 of the Committee on Stewardship, in respect of 
HD 57, being a series of Resolutions proposed by the Mutual 
Responsibility Commission. 


Mr. Ikard moved the following Resolution: 


1. Resolved, the House of Bishops concurring, That the Bishops and 
Deputies to this General Convention pledge themselves jointly and 
severally to secure financial and moral support for the General Church 
Program in their respective jurisdictions. 

Resolution adopted 
[Communicated to the House of Bishops by Message No. 78.] 

2. Resolved, the House of Bishops concurring, That the elected 
Members of the Executive Council be responsible to give leadership 
throughout the Church, to those jurisdictions which request it, in 
interpreting the General Church Program, and that they be particularly 
responsible for those areas from which they come. 

Resolution adopted 
[Communicated to the House of Bishops by Message No. 80.] 


ae 


House of Bishops—Sixth Day 


Messages No. 78 and No. 80 were received from the House of 
Deputies and referred to the Committee on Memorials and Petitions. 


House of Bishops—Eighth Day 
The Bishop of Chicago, for the Committee on Memorials and 


Petitions, moved that the House concur with the House of Deputies 
in adopting the action communicated in its Message No. 78. 


The House concurred 
[Communicated to the House of Deputies by Message No. 178.] 


Bishop Burrill then moved that the House concur with Message 


No. 80. 
The House concurred 


[Communicated to the House of Deputies by Message No. 180.] 


General Church Program—Planning Procedure 


House of Deputies—Eighth Day ' 
The Rev. Mr. Long of Pennsylvania moved the following 
Resolution: 
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Resolved, the House of Bishops concurring, That the Presiding Bishop 
and the Executive Council be asked to follow a planning process similar 
to that followed in the present triennium in presenting the Program and 
Budget of the Church in a new and challenging ‘way, in preparation for 
the next meeting of the General Convention, paying particular attention 
to the development of a more detailed determination of goals and 
priorities in the work of this Church overseas. 

Resolution adopted 


[Communicated to the House of Bishops by Message No. 130.] 


eee 


House of Bishops—Ninth Day 
Message No. 130 was received from the House of Deputies. 


Bishop Swift moved that the House concur. 
The House concurred 
[Communicated to the House of Deputies by Message No. 187.] 


General Church Program—Pledges 


House of Deputies—Fifth Day 


Mr. Ikard of New Mexico and Southwest Texas presented Report 
+ 6 of the Committee on Stewardship, dealing with a portion of 
HD 57, a composite Resolution proposed by the Mutual Responsi- 
bility Commission. 


Mr. Ikard moved the adoption of the following Resolution: 


Resolved, the House of Bishops concurring, That the Bishops and 
the Deputies to this 62nd General Convention accept responsibility for 
encouraging and supporting their respective jurisdictions to make known 
to the Treasurer of the Executive Council the amount of the pledge from 
their respective jurisdictions no later than February 1, 1968. 


Resolution adopted 
[Communicated to the House of Bishops by Message No. 79.] 


———— 


House of Bishops—Sixth Day 


Message No. 79 was received from the House of Deputies and 
referred to the Committee on Memorials and Petitions. 


House of Bishops—Eighth Day 
The Bishop of Chicago, for the Committee on Memorials and 
Petitions, moved that the House concur. 


: The House concurred 
[Communicated to the House of Deputies by Message No. 179.] 
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General Convention Budget 
House of Bishops—First Day 


The Bishop of North Carolina on behalf of the Joint Commission 
on Education for Holy Orders, moved the following Resolution: 


Resolved, the House of Deputies concurring, That the Joint Com- 
mittee on Expenses be authorized and instructed to provide, in the 
budget for the next triennium, an appropriation of $13,000.00 for the 
expenses of the Joint Commission on Education for Holy Orders. 


Resolution adopted 


The Bishop of Connecticut moved that the House re-consider. 
Motion carried 


The Bishop of North Carolina moved that the House re-adopt the 
Resolution. 
Resolution adopted 
[Communicated to the House of Deputies by Message No. 12.] 


House of Deputies—Sixth Day 


Mr. Flournoy of Southern Virginia presented Report # 2 of the 
Joint Committee on Expenses, informing the House that the sum of 
$13,000.00, as requested, had been included in the General Con- 
vention Budget for the Joint Committee on Education for Holy 
Orders. 


He recommended that the House concur. 
The House concurred 
[Communicated to the House of Bishops by Message No. 161A.] 


House of Bishops—Second Day 


The Bishop of Milwaukee, for the Committee on Ecumenical 
Relations, moved the following Resolution: 


Resolved, the House of Deputies concurring, That the sum of 
$55,000.00, for the triennium 1968-1970, be appropriated for the ex- 
penses of the Joint Commission on Ecumenical Relations and the work 
of its council and its several committees. 

Resolution adopted 


[Communicated to the House of Deputies by Message No. 41.] 


. 
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House of Deputies—Sixth Day 


Mr. Flournoy of Southern Virginia presented Report # 6 of the 
Joint Committee on Expenses, as follows: ~ 


The Committee recommends the inclusion of an appropriation of 
$49, 500.00 in the Budget of the General Convention for the Joint Com- 
mission on Ecumenical Relations, the said sum to be subject to recon- 
sideration in the event that funds from other sources are not forth- 
coming. 


The House concurred, with Amendments 
[Communicated to:the House of Bishops by Message No. 161D.] 


————_¢ 


House of Bishops—Ninth Day 
Message No. 161D was received from the House of Deputies. 


The Bishop of Milwaukee moved that the House concur. 
The House concurred 
[Communicated to the House of Deputies by Message No. 216B.] 


Oh 


House of Bishops—First Day 


The Suffragan Bishop (Burgess) of niadsseh Seas for the Com- 
mittee on Memorials and Petitions, moved the following Resolution: 


Resolved, the House of Deputies concurring, That the sum of 
$5,000.00 be appropriated, from the Budget of the General Convention, 
for the expenses of the Joint Commission on Religion and Health. 


Resolution adopted 
[Communicated to the House of Deputies by Message No. 17.] 


a y 


House of Deputies—Sixth Day 


Mr. Flournoy of Southern Virginia presented Report # 5 of the 
Joint Committee on Expenses, informing the House that an appro- 
priation of $5,000.00 had been included in the Budget of the 
General Convention, as requested, for the Joint Commission on 
Religion and Health. He therefore recommended concurrence with 
Message No. 17 from the House of Bishops. 


The House concurred 
[Communicated to the House of Bishops by Message No. 161B.] 
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House of Bishops—Fourth Day 


The Bishop of Chicago, for the Committee on Memorials and 
Petitions, moved the following Resolution: 


Resolved, the House of Deputies concurring, That there be appro- 
priated, from the Budget of the General Convention, the sum of 
$30,000.00 for the fiscal triennium 1967-1970, for the contingent ex- 
penses of the Joint Commission on the Deployment of the Clergy. 

Resolution adopted 
[Communicated to the House of Deputies by Message No. 74.] 


House of Deputies—Sixth Day 


Mr. Flournoy of Southern Virginia presented Report # 3 of the 
Joint Committee on Expenses, recommending that there be appro- 
priated $24,000.00 for the Joint Commission on Deployment of the 
Clergy and that the House concur with Message No. 74 with such 
Amendment. 

The House concurred, with Amendments 
[Communicated to the House of Bishops by Message No. 161C.] 


House of Bishops—Ninth Day 


The Bishop of Delaware moved that the House concur with 
Message No. 161C from the House of Deputies. 
The House concurred 
[Communicated to the House of Deputies by Message No. 216A.] 


House of Deputies—Eighth Day 


Mr. Flournoy of Southern Virginia presented Report # 20 of the 
Joint Committee on Expenses, as follows: 
The Joint Committee on Expenses herewith presents the second draft 


of the Budget of General Convention for the triennium ending August 
15, 1970, a copy of which budget is appended hereto, in the total 
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amount of $653,194.52, and recommends its adoption, subject however 
to the later increase, reduction, or elimination of any items, or the 
addition of other items, by action of either House, on consideration of 
the Report or Resolution out of which the asking arises; the said Budget, 
in its final form and amount as it may be so amended, to be adopted as a 
whole by concurrent action of both Houses. 

The Joint Committee on Expenses reports that, rather than including 
a specific appropriation in the Budget of General Convention, it has 
allocated the sum of $60,000.00 from the cash balance on hand at 
August 15, 1967, as a reserve to meet contingent expenses of the spe- 
cial meeting of General Convention to be held in 1969, and that the 
Treasurer is authorized to pay such contingent expenses. 


Mr. Flournoy then moved the following Resolutions: 


Resolved, the House of Bishops concurring, That all printing, the 
expense of which is to be borne by this Convention, required by any 
Committee, during the interval between the meetings of the General 
Convention, shall be done under the direction of the Secretary of the 
House of Deputies; and be it further 


Resolved, the House of Bishops concurring, That the Secretary of the 
House of Deputies be instructed to print the Journal of the proceedings 
of all triennial sessions of the General Convention, whether adjourned 
sine die or adjourned to reconvene at a later date, and of any such ad- 
journed or any special meetings of the General Convention that may be 
called pursuant to Canon 1, Sec. 3(a); said Journal to include the Con- 
stitution and Canons, to be bound either with the Journal or separately, 
at the discretion of the Secretary; and that he be also instructed to 
publish a separate edition of the Constitution and Canons; the number 
of all such printings to be at his discretion; it being understood that the 
usual custom regulating distribution will be followed; and be it further 


Resolved, the House of Bishops concurring, That the amount of the 
annual diocesan levy be, and hereby is, established by the General Con- 
vention for the triennium 1968, 1969, and 1970 as an amount not to 
exceed $25.00, the amount of such assessment to be determined by the 
Joint Committee on Expenses as prescribed in Canon 1, Sec. 6, as the 
said section has been amended by this 62nd General Convention. 


Resolutions adopted 


It was moved by the Rev. Mr. Eng of Olympia— 


That the appropriation entitled ‘Participation in the Expenses of the 
Host Diocese” be increased from $25,000.00 to $50,000.00. 


Motion carried 


The Budget as now amended was put to a vote, as follows: 


Resolved, the House of Bishops concurring, That the following 
budget, presented in column (3) below, for the triennial period ending 
August 15, 1970, be, and the same is hereby, adopted. 
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GENERAL CONVENTION BUDGET 


Dit 
Triennial 
Budget 


1964-1967 


Presiding Bishop 

Salary! 

Church Pension Fund 

Discretionary Fund 

Rent 

Travel 

Expense 

Stenographic Help 

Moving Expense, Retiring 
Presiding Bishop 

Moving Expense, Presiding- 
Bishop-Elect 

Installation, New 
Presiding Bishop 


$67,500.00 
12,150.00 
30,000.00 
9,000.00 
12,000.00 
9,000.00 
15,000.00 


1,500.00* 
5,000.00* 
3,500.00* 


Retirement Allowances of Bishops 


Retired Presiding Bishop 
(Canon 2, Sec. 7(a) 

Disability Allowances?2, 
(Canon 2, Sec. 7(b) ) 

Retired Bishops’ 
Allowances 


Seabury House Maintenance 

Travel of Bishops and Priests 
Officiating at Consecrations 
of Missionary Bishops 


House of Bishops 
Secretary: Salary 
Church Pension Fund 
Travel & Office Expense 
Assistant Secretaries: 
Salaries (2 @ $300.) 
Travel 
Committee on Pastoral 
Counselling? 
House of Bishops 
Contingent Fund4 


Totals carried forward 


*Estimated 


770.00 
18,000.00 
33,670.56 
31,250.00 


3,000.00* 


3,750.00 
562.50 
5,800.00 


600.00 
1,080.00 


36,750.00 
11,300.00 


$311,183.06 


# 1st Fiscal Year $25,000.00 
2nd Fiscal Year 26,000.00 


3rd Fiscal Year 


27,000.00 


$78,000.00 


@ 
Disbursements 


1964-1967 


$67,500.00 
12,150.00 
30,000.00 
9,000.00 
12,507.59 
9,000.00 
15,000.00 
1,261.63 
5,548.92 


5,550.84 


-0- 
16,000.00 
26,926.18 
31,250.00 


231.00 


3,650.00 
517.50 
SeePasildl 


600.00 
580.13 


32,326.58 


10,253.35 
$293,376.49 
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G3). 
Triennial 
Budget 


1967-1970 


$78,000.00# 
14,040.00 
39,000.00 
9,000.00 
15,000.00* 
=O= 
15,000.00 
=0- 
-0- 


6 


-0- 
18,000.00 
23,498.52 

3,750.00 


600.00* 


3,600.00 
540.00 
4,000.00* 


600.00 
1,300.00 


23,000.00 
9,500.00* 


$258,428.52 
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GENERAL CONVENTION BUDGET (Continued) 


Triennial 
Budget 
1964-1967 


Totals brought forward $311,183.06 
House of Deputies 
President & Vice-President: 
Travel, Secretarial & 


Office Expense 3,000.00 
Secretary: Salary 4,800.00 
Church Pension Fund 720.00 
Travel 500.00 
Office Expense 5,110.00 
Assistant Secretaries: 
Salaries (2 @ $300., & 
2 @ $150.) 900.00 
Travel 1,200.00 
Treasurer: Salary 3,600.00 
Travel, Secretarial & Office 3,000.00 


Custodian, Book of Common Prayer 
Travel & Office Expense 800.00 


Historiographer: Salary 600.00 
Church Pension Fund 90.00 
Office Expense 300.00 

Registrar: Salary 1,800.00 
Church Pension Fund 270.00 
Travel & Office Expense 4,600.00 

Recorder of Ordinations 
Office Expenses 4,707.00 


Committees, Commissions & Societies 


Architecture 3,000.00 
Audit (Sub-Committee, 
J. C’tee Exp.) 1,000.00 


Constitution & Canons 
(White & Dykman’s 


Annotated) 2,000.00 
Deployment of the Clergy =(— 
Ecumenical Relations 25,000.00 
Evangelism 6,000.00 
Expenses 4.500.00* 
General Convention 

Arrangements 2,500.00* 
Church, Structure of the 4,000.00 
Church Historical Society 54,000.00 
Holy Orders 13,000.00 

Totals carried forward $462,180.06 


*Estimated 


(2) 


Disbursements 


1964-1967 


$293,376.49 


2,300.62 
4,800.00 
720.00 
484.50 
4,699.91 


900.00 
1,209.76 


3,600.00 
2,455.51 


642.70 


600.00 
52.50 
300.00 
1,750.00 


247.50 
3,003.24 


4,995.26 
zoe 
750.00 


1,210,00 
39,572.71 
6,196.05 
4,019.63 


3,619.72 
4,800.00 
54,000.00 
10,126.36 


$450,432.46 


(3), 
Triennial 
Budget 
1967-1970 


$258,428.52 


6,000.00* 

4,800.00 
720.00 
600.00 

5,000.00* 


900.00 
2,000.00 


4,500.00 
3,000.00 


600.00 


600.00 
90.00 
300.00 


1,800.00 
270.00 
4.600.00 


4,860.00 


Baie, 
950.00 


1,500.00 
24,000.00 
49,500.00 

=o 

4,000.00* 


4,000.00* 
10,000.00 
69,876.00 
13,000.00 


$475,894.52 


1967] GENERAL CONVENTION BUDGET 441 


GENERAL CONVENTION BUDGET (Continued) 


(aia om) (3). 
Triennial Disbursements Triennial 
Budget Budget 


1964-1967 1964-1967 1967-1970 
Totals brought forward $462,180.06 $450,432.46 $475,894.52 


Human Affairs 4,500.00 2,932.59 2,500.00 
Standing Liturgical 

Commission 12,000.00 12,000.00 20,000.00 
Mutual Responsibility 36,000.00 36,000.00 24,000.00 
Music 6,000.00 7,000.00 18,000.00 
Nominations for Presiding 

Bishop 100.00 -0- -0- 
Program and Budget 11,500.00 10,999.03 12,500.00* 
Partnership Plan (Quotas) 5,000.00 1,636.66 -0- 
Religion and Health 2,500.00 2,086.18 5,000.00 
Rules & Dispatch of Business 1,500.00 213.60 300.00 
State of the Church 2,000.00 941.00 2,000.00 
Women Church Workers 3,000.00 2,012.68 2,000.00 
General Convention 

Expense5 5,000.00* 5,832.45 8,500.00* 


Participation in the Expense 

of the Host Dioceses 

(Triennial Session) 25,000.00 15,856.38 50,000.00 
Printing Journal, Constitu- 

tion & Canons, and Reports 43,500.00* 62,624.44 55,000.00* 
General Contingent Fund? 2,500.00 207.32 2,500.00* 


Total Triennial Budget $622,280.06 $678,194.52 
Total Budgetary 
Expenditures $610,774.79 
Non-Budgetary Disburse- 
ments (Exchanges) 1,311.59 


Total Expenditures & Non- 
Budgetary Disbursements $612,086.38 


*Estimated 


References: 


1. The Presiding Bishop’s salary includes $1,600.00 per annum designated as 
a rental allowance, paid as part of his compensation to pay rent, utilities, 
maintenance, repairs, and other similar expenses directly related to pro- 
viding a home. 

2. The disability allowance to the retired Presiding Bishop includes $3,000.00 
per annum designated as a rental allowance to pay rent, utilities, mainte- 
nance, repairs, and other similar expenses directly related to providing 
a home. 

3. The appropriation to the Committee on Pastoral Counselling of the 
House of Bishops is for expenditures connected with meetings and for 
research, 
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4. The House of Bishops’ Contingent Fund provides for expenses of sub- 
committees, Pastoral Letters, and other incidental expenses for which there 
is no appropriation elsewhere in the Budget. Requisitions for payments 
to be charged against the House of Bishops’ Contingent Fund shall be 
approved by the Presiding Bishop or by the Secretary of the House of 
Bishops and itemized in the Treasurer’s Report. 

5. General Convention Expense covers expenses of the Convention proper 
which are not applicable to either House or for which there is no appro- 
priation elsewhere in the Budget; for example, special printing of Reports 
and other material. 

6. Re-imbursement to the Host Diocese shall be 50% of the net cost incurred 
by the Host Diocese or $50,000.00, whichever is the smaller, as deter- 
mined from the Audit Report, a certified copy of which shall be filed 
with the Treasurer of General Convention, with the requisition from the 
Host Diocese for such re-imbursement. The facilities provided by the Host 
Diocese include basic furniture. Extra furniture, equipment, supplies, and 
services, ordered through the local General Convention Committee on 
Arrangements, shall be charged against the appropriate expense accounts 
of the House of Bishops, House of Deputies, officers, or committees, 
requiring such items. 

7. The General Contingent Fund provides for other expenses for which 
there is no appropriation elsewhere in the Budget. Requisitions for pay- 
ments to be charged against the General Contingent Fund shall be ap- 
proved by the Chairman of the Joint Committee on Expenses and item- 
ized in the Treasurer’s Report. 


Notes: 


Travel Expense includes transportation, lodging, meals, and incidentals, in- 
cluding such expenses incurred in attending the General Convention. 
Office Expense includes stationery, printing, supplies, equipment, telephone, 
postage, shipping charges, part-time stenographic and clerical help, and 
incidentals, including such expenses incurred at the General Convention. 


Printing includes the cost of printing, shipping printed material, storage of. 
type, and incidental related expenses. 


Expense Reports: All persons must submit expense accounts to the Treasurer 
for all advances or re-imbursements received for travel, entertainment, 
and gift expenses, in conformity with the regulations of the Internal 
Revenue Service. Expense-report forms may be obtained from the 
Treasurer. If such accounting is not rendered, the Treasurer must report 
the amounts advanced or re-imbursed as prescribed by the tax laws. 


Budget adopted 


Mr. Flournoy, for the Joint Committee on Expenses, announced 
that, acting under the authority conferred upon it by the provisions 
of Canon 1, Sec. 8, and by the foregoing Resolution, the said Com- 
mittee had set the annual assessment rate for the triennium at $21.00 
for Dioceses and $5.25 for Missionary Districts. 

[Communicated to the House of Bishops by Message No. 161.] 
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House of Bishops—Ninth Day 


Message No. 161, being the proposed Budget of the General 
Convention, 1967-1970, was received from the House of Deputies. 


The Bishop of Southern Ohio moved that the House concur. 
The House concurred 
[Communicated to the House of Deputies by Message No. 216.] 


General Convention Sites 
House of Deputies—Seventh Day 


Mr. Rash of Kentucky presented Report # 2 of the Joint Com- 
mittee on the Place of the Next General Convention, and moved the 
following Resolution: 


_Whereas, the Diocese of Texas has most graciously extended an invi- 
tation to this 62nd General Convention to hold the 63rd General Con- 
vention in the City of Houston; and 

Whereas, The Diocese of Florida has also most graciously extended 
an invitation to this 62nd General Convention to hold the 64th General 
Convention in the City of Jacksonville; therefore, be it 

Resolved, the House of Bishops concurring, That this 62nd General 
Convention hereby accept the invitation of the Diocese of Texas to hold 
the 63rd General Convention in the City of Houston, beginning October 
11, 1970; and be it further 

Resolved, the House of Bishops concurring, That the 62nd General 
Convention hereby accept the invitation of the Diocese of Florida to 
hold the 64th General Convention in the City of Jacksonville. 


Resolution adopted 
[Communicated to the House of Bishops by Message No. 118.] 


——_—_—_——_—_¢______. 


House of Bishops—Eighth Day 
Message No. 118 was received from the House of Deputies. 


It was moved and seconded that the House concur. 
The House concurred 
[Communicated to the House of Deputies by Message No. 184.] 


General Theological Seminary Trustees 


House of Bishops—Second Day 


The Suffragan Bishop of Washington, Chairman of the Committee 
on the General Theological Seminary, nominated the following for 
election to the Board of Trustees of the said Seminary: 
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The Bishop of Rochester 

The Bishop of Vermont 

The Bishop of Western New York 

The Suffragan Bishop of North Carolina 
The Suffragan Bishop of West Missouri 


He moved that the foregoing be elected. 
Motion carried 
[Communicated to the House of Deputies by Message No. 38.] 


ee eee 


House of Deputies—Third Day 
Message No. 38 was received from the House of Bishops. 


The Rev. Mr. Hale of Western Massachusetts moved that the 
House confirm the elections. 
Elections confirmed 
[Communicated to the House of Bishops by Message No. 53.] 


House of Deputies—First Day 


The Rev. Mr. Hale of Western Massachusetts presented Report 
+ 2 of the Committee on the General Theological Seminary, as 
follows: 


The Committee presents the following slate for election to the Board 
of Trustees of the General Theological Seminary for a six-year term 
beginning January 1, 1968: 


Order of Presbyters Order of Laity 

John Butler Kempton Dunn 
Herbert Brown Keith Funston 
Wesley Frensdorff Byron Miller 

Harold Robinson Richard Paynter 
Donald Woodward Frederick Rockefeller 


The following persons were nominated from the floor: 


The Rev. Kenneth deP. Hughes of Massachusetts 
Dr. Kenneth B. Clark of New York 


House of Deputies—Eighth Day 


Elections for Trustees of the General Theological Seminary were 
held on this day. 


The following persons were elected to 6-year terms: 


Presbyters Lay 
Herbert S. Brown Kenneth B. Clark 
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John Y. Butler Kempton Dunn 

Wesley Frensdorfft Keith Funston 

Henry P. Krusen Richard K. Paynter 
Donald R. Woodward Frederick L. Rockefeller 


[Communicated to the House of Bishops by Message No. 155.] 


——<_<_—<_9—_________ 


House of Bishops—Ninth Day 
Message No. 155 was received from the House of Deputies. 


The Bishop of Central New York moved that the House confirm 
the election of Presbyters and Laymen to the Board of Trustees of 
the General Theological Seminary. 

Elections confirmed 

[Communicated to the House of Deputies by Message No. 204.] 


Good Friday Offering 


House of Bishops—Third Day 


The Vice-President of the Executive Council moved the following 
Resolution: 


Resolved, the House of Deputies concurring, That the Executive 
Council be instructed to appropriate annually not less than $15,000.00 
to the Jerusalem and the East Mission from the Good Friday Offering; 
and be it further 

Resolved, the House of Deputies concurring, That the balance re- 
maining in the Good Friday Offering be used at the discretion of the 
Executive Council for the support of the Archbishop in Jerusalem, the 
work of the Church in the Archbishopric, and for other needs in the 
Middle East, including those of the Orthodox and other Eastern 
Churches; and be it further 

Resolved, the House of Deputies concurring, That the Executive 
Council be instructed to show in its annual report the amount received 
from the Good Friday Offering and the expenditures made from it. 

Resolution adopted 


[Communicated to the House of Deputies by Message No. 56.] 
ee 


House of Deputies—Fourth Day 


Message No. 56 was received from the House of Bishops and 
referred to the Committee on Ecumenical Relations. 


. 
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House of Deputies—Seventh Day 


The Rev. Mr. O’Leary of Western Michigan presented Report 
+ 6 of the Committee on Ecumenical Relations, and moved that 
the House concur with the House of Bishops in the allocation of the 
Good Friday Offering. 

The House concurred 

[Communicated to the House of Bishops by Message No. 101.] 


Healing Recommendations 


House of Bishops—First Day 


The Suffragan Bishop (Burgess) of Massachusetts, for the Com- 
mittee on Memorials and Petitions, moved the following Resolution, 
recommended by the Joint Commission on the Ministry of Healing: 


Resolved, the House of Deputies concurring, That the recommenda- 
tions made by the Joint Commission on the Ministry of Healing (See 
Part IV, pages 18.12-13) to this Convention, be received and adopted. 

Resolution adopted 
[Communicated to the House of Deputies by Message No. 15.] 


ee eae SS 


House of Deputies—Second Day 


Message No. 15 was received from the House of Bishops and 
referred to the Committee on Christian Social Relations. 


House of Deputies—Third Day 


The Rev. Mr. Mollegen of Virginia presented Report + 6 of the 
Committee on Christian Social Relations, recommending that the 
House concur with the House of Bishops in receiving and adopting 
the recommendations of the Joint Commission on the Ministry of 
Healing. 

The House concurred 

[Communicated to the House of Bishops by Message No. 56.] 


Historical Society Report 


House of Deputies—Second Day 


The Rev. Mr. Krumm of New York presented Report + 3 of 
the Committee on Christian Education, and moved the following 
Resolution: 
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Resolved, the House of Bishops concurring, That the Report of the 
Church Historical Society (See Part IV, pages 19.1-12) be received, 
with thanks and appreciation; and that this General Convention hereby 
recognize its responsibility to give financial support to the said Society 
for its work in preserving the historical archives of the Church and in 
encouraging historical study and research. 


Resolution adopted 
[Communicated to the House of Bishops by Message No. 29.] 


———— ee ees 


House of Bishops—Third Day 
Message No. 29 was received from the House of Deputies. 


The Bishop of San Joaquin moved that the House concur. 
The House concurred 
[Communicated to the House of Deputies by Message No. 55.] 


Host Diocese, Subsidy to 
House of Deputies—Eighth Day 


The Rev. Mr. Eng of Olympia moved the following Resolution, 
in amendment of the Report of the Joint Committee on Expenses; 
to wit: 

Resolved, the House of Bishops concurring, That the Treasurer of the 
General Convention be instructed to pay to the Host Diocese each trien- 
nium fifty percent (50%) of the net costs incurred by it in entertaining 


the General Convention, but not to exceed the sum of $50,000.00 in any 
such case. 


Resolution adopted 
[Communicated to the House of Bishops by Message No. 131.] 


a eS Se SS 


House of Bishops—Ninth Day 
Message No. 131 was received from the House of Deputies. 


The Bishop of Wyoming moved that the House concur. 
The House concurred 
[Communicated to the House of Deputies by Message No. 188.] 
Human Affairs, Church in 
House of Deputies—Eighth Day 


The Rev. Mr. Curry of Western Massachusetts presented Report 
+ 3 of the Joint Committee on Committees and Commissions, in 
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respect of HD 17, a Resolution proposed by the Joint Commission 
on the Church in Human Affairs, and moved the following 
Resolution: . 


Resolved, the House of Bishops concurring, That the Joint Commis- 
sion on the Church in Human Affairs be continued, and that it consist 
of two Bishops, two Presbyters, and four Lay Persons; and be it further 

Resolved, the House of Bishops concurring, That the said Joint Com- 
mission relate itself to the Committee of the National Council of 
Churches dealing with similar subjects. 

Resolution adopted 


[Communicated to the House of Bishops by Message No. 132.] 


——_—__—_—_.— 


House of Bishops—Ninth Day 
Message No. 132 was received from the House of Deputies. 


The Bishop of Kentucky moved that the House concur. 
The House concurred 
[Communicated to the House of Deputies by Message No. 189.] 


Human Rights—Universal Conventions 
House of Bishops—Seventh Day 


The Suffragan Bishop of Washington, for the Committee on Social 
and International Affairs, moved a Resolution on the subject of the 
International Year for Human Rights, as designated by the United 
Nations, as follows: 


Whereas, The General Assembly of the United Nations, on December 
12, 1963, designated the year 1968, the twentieth anniversary of the 
adoption and proclamation of the Universal Declaration of Human 
Rights, as International Year for Human Rights; and, on December 
20, 1965, re-affirmed its belief that 1968 should be devoted to intensive 
national and international efforts and undertakings in the field of human 
nent and also to an international review of achievements in this field; 
an 

Whereas, The General Convention, in 1949, expressed “its belief that 
the security of the United States, along with that of other countries, can 
be achieved only as everyone, everywhere in the world, is progressively 
assured the basic human rights set forth in the Declaration”, and, in 
1964, noted that the “failure of the United States Senate to ratify any 
of (the Conventions subsequently adopted by the United Nations) is an 
embarrassment to our nation in world affairs and a deterrent to the 
development of human rights in newly emerging nations of the world”; 
therefore, be it 


Resolved, the House of Deputies concurring, That this General 
Convention call on the members of the Church to observe 1968 as 
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International Year for Human Rights, by giving thanks for the gifts of 
human rights and fundamental freedoms enjoyed in this land, and by 
rededication of themselves to concern for human rights at home and 
abroad; and be it further 


Resolved, the House of Deputies concurring, That this 62nd General 
Convention recommend that the President of the United States (a) make 
a special effort to obtain promptly the advice and consent of the Senate 
to the three Conventions—on Slavery, Forced Labor, and Political Rights 
of Women—which were submitted to the Senate by President Kennedy 
in 1963; (b) urge that the Senate renew its consideration of the Geno- 
cide and Freedom of Association Conventions, which were submitted to 
the Senate by President Truman in 1949, and give its advice and consent 
to the ratification of these Conventions; and (c) submit to the Senate 
as soon as possible the four Conventions on various aspects of discrimi- 
nation, in respect of which the United Nations, with United States 
endorsement, recommended action by 1968. 


Resolution adopted 
[Communicated to the House of Deputies by Message No. 140.] 


——————o—_—— 


House of Deputies—Seventh Day 


Message No. 140 was received from the House of Bishops and 
referred to the Committee on National and International Problems. 


House of Deputies—Ninth Day 


The Rev. Mr. Pollard of Tennessee presented Report + 17 of 
the Committee on National and International Problems, recommend- 
ing that the House concur with the House of Bishops in adopting the 
Resolution on the International Year of Human Rights. 

The House did not concur 

[Communicated to the House of Bishops by Message No. 195.] 


Hymnal Revision 


House of Deputies—Third Day 


The Rev. Mr. Greenwood of Tennessee presented Report # 3 
of the Committee on Church Music, and moved the adoption of 
HD 20, a Resolution which had been proposed by the Joint Com- 
mission on Church Music, as follows: 


Resolved, the House of Bishops concurring, That the Joint Commis- 
sion on Church Music be authorized and directed to collect and collate 
material bearing upon future revisions of the Church Hymnal; to pre- 
pare and present to the General Convention, from time to time, recom- 
mendations concerning anthems and service music; and, upon request, 
to advise the General Convention on musical matters. 


v 
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The matter was placed on the Calendar. 
House of Deputies—Ninth Day 


Item + 12 was taken from the Calendar, being Report # 3 of 
the Committee on Church Music. 


The Rev. Mr. Greenwood moved that the Resolution be adopted. 
Resolution adopted 
[Communicated to the House of Bishops by Message No. 176.] 


——_—-—-- 


House of Bishops—Ninth Day 
Message No. 176 was received from the House of Deputies. 


The Bishop of Florida moved that the House concur. 
The House concurred 
[Communicated to the House of Deputies by Message No. 223.] 


Idaho—New Diocese 


House of Deputies—Third Day 


The Rev. Mr. Herman of North Carolina, Chairman, and Mr. 
Harter of Rochester, Secretary, presented Report + 3 of the Com- 
mittee on the Admission of New Dioceses, as follows: 


Your Committee on the Admission of New Dioceses, to whom has 
been referred the petition of the Missionary District of Idaho to be 
admitted as a Diocese, do hereby report that they have gone over care- 
fully the petition and certified copy of the Constitution of the proposed 
Diocese, have had an interview with the Deputies from the Missionary 
District of Idaho, and have found that all the necessary constitutional 
requirements of Article V. of the Constitution and of Canon 9, Section 
4, have been fulfilled. 


We therefore offer the following Résolution: 


Resolved, the House of Bishops concurring, That the General Con- 
vention hereby give consent to the erection of a new Diocese, to be 
known as the Diocese of Idaho; such new Diocese to include ‘all the 
Uae now included in the Missionary District of Idaho; and be it 
urther 


Resolved, the House of Bishops concurring, That the Diocese of 
Idaho be accepted into union with the General Convention upon its 
organization as a Diocese in Primary Convention. 

Resolution adopted 
[Communicated to the House of Bishops by Message No. 50.] 
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House of Bishops—Fourth Day 


Message No. 50 was received from the House of Deputies and 
referred to the Committee on the Admission of New Dioceses. 


House of Bishops—Seventh Day 


The Suffragan Bishop (McCrea) of Dallas, for the Committee on 
the Admission of New Dioceses, moved that the House concur with 
the House of Deputies in giving consent to the erection of the new 
Diocese of Idaho. 

The House concurred 

[Communicated to the House of Deputies by Message No. 123.] 


Joint Rules of Order 


House of Deputies—First Day 


Mr. Crump of Tennessee presented Report # 3 of the Com- 
mittee on Rules of Order, and moved the following Resolution: 


Resolved, the House of Bishops concurring, That the Joint Rules of 
the House ‘of Bishops and House of Deputies, proposed by the Com- 
mittee on Rules of Order of the House of Deputies, and printed and 
distributed as Section C of a certain document entitled, “Supplement D, 
Rules of Order—House of Deputies”, be, and they are hereby, adopted 
as the Joint Rules of the said House of Deputies and the said House of 
Bishops of this 62nd General Convention, the said Rules to continue in 
force until amended, repealed, or superseded. 


Resolution adopted 
[Communicated to the House of Bishops by Message No. 7] 


House of Bishops—First Day 


Message No. 7 was received from the House of Deputies and 
referred to the Committee on Rules of Order. 


House of Bishops—Seventh Day 


The Suffragan Bishop of Michigan, for the Committee on 
Rules of Order, moved that the House concur in adopting the Joint 
Rules of the two Houses, as proposed by the House of Deputies and 
communicated in its Message No. 7. 

The House concurred 


[Communicated to the House of Deputies by Message No. 122.] 
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House of Deputies—Ninth Day } 


. 


Mr. Crump of Tennessee presented Report # 8 of the Com- 
mittee on Rules of Order, and recommended, in order to conform 
to the provisions of Canon 1, Section 2, as enacted by this Conven- 
tion, the following Resolution: 


Resolved, the House of Bishops concurring, That Joint Rule 1 be 

amended as follows: 

1. That the following sentence be added to paragraph (d): “One 
member of each Joint Commission shall be appointed from the 
membership of the Executive Council, to serve as liaison there- 
with.” 

2. That an additional paragraph be added, to read as follows: 

“(e) The Presiding Bishop and the President of the House of 
Deputies shall be members ex officio of every Joint Committee and 
Joint Commission, with the right, but no obligation, to attend 
meetings, and with seat and vote in the deliberations thereof, and 
shall receive their minutes and an annual report of their activities; 
Provided, that the said presiding officers may appoint personal 
representatives to attend any meeting in their stead, but without 
vote.” 

Resolution adopted 

[Communicated to the House of Bishops by Message No. 179.] 


ee eee eee 


House of Bishops—Ninth Day 
Message No. 179 was received from the House of Deputies. 


The Bishop of Florida moved that the House concur. 


The House concurred 
[Communicated to the House of Deputies by Message No. 226.] 


Joint Rules of Order—Rule 4 


House of Deputies—Ninth Day 


Mr. Crump of Tennessee presented Report # 9 of the Com- 
mittee on Rules of Order, and moved the following Resolution: 


Resolved, the House of Bishops concurring, That Joint Rule 4 
be amended by designating the present Rule as Sub-section (a) and by 
adding the following new Sub-section: 

(b) It shall be the duty of each Joint Committee and Joint Com- 

mission to give appropriate notice in the Church press of issues before 

it and of the time and place of meetings at which such issues are to 
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be considered, together with instructions as to the manner in which 
members of the Church may address their views to such Joint Com- 
mittee or Joint Commission. 


Resolution adopted 
[Communicated to the House of Bishops by Message No. 178.] 


House of Bishops—Ninth Day 
Message No. 178 was received from the House of Deputies. 


The Bishop of Florida moved that the House concur. 
The House concurred 
[Communicated to the House of Deputies by Message No. 225.] 


Joint Rules of Order—Rule 10 (a) 


House of Deputies—Fourth Day 


Mr. Crump of Tennessee presented Report # 6 of the Com- 
mittee on Rules of Order, in respect of HD 302, a Resolution spon- 
sored by Mr, Kent of Long Island, and moved the following 
Resolution: 


Resolved, the House of Bishops concurring, That Joint Rule 10 (a) 
be amended by striking the word “August” and inserting the word 


Resolution adopted 
[Communicated to the House of Bishops by Message No. 61.] 


House of Bishops—Fourth Day 


Message No. 61 was received from the House of Deputies and 
referred to the Committee on Rules of Order. 


House of Bishops—Seventh Day 


The Suffragan Bishop of Michigan, for the Committee on Rules 
of Order, moved that the House concur with the House of Deputies 
in amending Joint Rule 10 (a). 

The House concurred 

[Communicated to the House of Deputies by Message No. 125,] 
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House of Deputies—Fourth Day 


Mr. Crump of Tennessee presented Report # 7 of the Com- 
mittee on Rules of Order, with reference to HD 72, a Resolution 
proposed by the Joint Committee on Audit, and moved the following 
Resolution: 


Resolved, the House of Bishops concurring, That present Joint Rule 
11 and the title “III Joint Committee on Audit” be rescinded and that 
the following be substituted therefor: 


III Sub-Committee on Audit 


11. There shall be, as part of the Joint Committee on Expenses, a 
Sub-Committee on Audit, appointed at each General Convention, to 
direct a periodic audit of the accounts of the Treasurer of the General 
Convention and to serve as an Advisory Committee to co-operate with 
the Treasurer of the General Convention. The Sub-Committee on 
Audit shall present its Report to the House of Deputies at each 
triennial meeting of the General Convention as part of the report of 
the Joint Committee on Expenses. 


Resolution adopted 
[Communicated to the House of Bishops by Message No. 62.] 


—__—___¢__ 


House of Bishops—Fourth Day 


Message No. 62 was received from the House of Deputies and 
referred to the Committee on Rules of Order. 


House of Bishops—Seventh Day 


The Suffragan Bishop of Michigan, for the Committee on Rules 
of Order, moved that the House concur with the House of Deputies 
in amending Joint Rule 11, so as to make the Committee on Audit 
a Sub-Committee of the Joint Committee on Expenses. 

The House concurred 

[Communicated to the House of Deputies by Message No. 124.] 


Labor Unions—Racial Discrimination 


House of Deputies—Eighth Day 


The Rev. Mr. Bartlett of California presented Report # 8 of the 
Committee on Urban and Suburban Work, with reference to 
HD 343, a Resolution sponsored by the Rev. Mr. Byfield of 
California, on the subject of racial discrimination in labor unions. 
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The Rev. Mr. Bartlett moved the following Resolution: 


Whereas, The crisis in our city streets is focused largely upon those 
who are both poor and black; therefore, be it 

Resolved, the House of Bishops concurring, That the Episcopal 
Church (through appropriate Departments of the Executive Council; 
through coalitions with other Churches and agencies; and with the 
united participation of selected member-Churchmen from business, labor, 
law, and government) begin a disciplined research-and-action program to 

(1) Establish, legitimize, and provoke revision and amendment to 

break up statutory and administrative patterns of racial discrimination 

in all trade and industrial unions, and especially in the hiring-hall and 

apprenticeship-programs; and 

(2) Secure equal protection for farm workers, as-for others who may 

be poor and members of minority groups. 

Resolution adopted 


[Communicated to the House of Bishops by Message No. 156.] 


es 


House of Bishops—Ninth Day 
Message No. 156 was received from the House of Deputies. 


The Bishop of West Missouri moved that the House concur. 
The House concurred 
[Communicated to the House of Deputies by Message No. 205.] 


Lay Church Employees—Pension Coverage 


House of Bishops—Eighth Day 


The Suffragan Bishop (Burgess) of Massachusetts, for the Com- 
mittee on Memorials and Petitions, recommended the adoption of 
the following Resolution, proposed by the Joint Commission on 
Women Church Workers; namely, 


Resolved, the House of Deputies concurring, That the Dioceses and 
Missionary Districts accept the strong recommendation of the Joint 
Commission on Women Church Workers, and establish a pension plan 
for their lay employees, and that parishes be urged to consider such 
a plan for their lay employees. 

Resolution adopted 


[Communicated to the House of Deputies by Message No. 162.] 
—————S— 
House of Deputies—Eighth Day 
Message No. 162 was received from the House of Bishops. 
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It was moved and seconded that the House concur. 
The House concurred 


[Communicated to the House of Bishops by Message No. 135.] 


“Lesser Feasts and Fasts”—Extended Trial Use 
House of Bishops—Second Day 


The Bishop Coadjutor of Louisiana, for the Committee on the 
Prayer Book, moved that the House adopt the following Resolution, 
proposed by the Standing Liturgical Commission: 


Resolved, the House of Deputies concurring, That this Sixty-Second 
General Convention, in accordance with the provisions of Clause (b) 
of Article X. of the Constitution, authorize for trial use, for a further 
period of three years, as from this date, that certain document entitled, 
“The Calendar and the Collects, Epistles, and Gospels for the Lesser 
Feasts and Fasts and for Special Occasions”, prepared by the Standing 
Liturgical Commission, published by The Church Pension Fund in 1963, 
as amended by the Schedule of Amendments appended hereto; Provided, 
that, in lieu of the Epistles and Gospels set forth therein, the correspond- 
ing passages from any one of the translations of the Holy Scriptures 
that are permitted by Canon 20 to be used for the Lessons at Morning 
and Evening Prayer may be used. 


Schedule of Amendments 


The Collects, Epistles, and Gospels for the Lesser Feasts and Fasts 
and for Special Occasions 


Page Change (all abbreviations of Lessons are optional). 
17 Replace first Collect with that on page 59. 
18 Replace Collect with that on page 24, 
19 Omit verses 25-32 of Gospel. 
23 Omit verses 9b-12 of the Epistle. 
24 Replace Collect with that on page 59. 
25 Substitute, for the Gospel, St, Mark 10:32-45. 
28 Replace Collect with that on page 18. 
30 Omit verses 4-9 of the Epistle. 
35 Omit verses 7b-15b of the Epistle. 
37 Omit verses 1-11 of the Epistle. 
40 Omit verses 14-23 of the Epistle. 
44 Omit verses 1-18 of the Gospel, 
62 Replace Collect with that on page 24. 
64 Replace Collect with that on page 18. 
65 Replace Collect with that on page 59. 
66 Replace Collect with that on page 24. 
68 Replace Collect with that on page 18. 
74 Substitute, for the Gospel, St. Mark 10:17-21. 
75 Change title to, “Fabian, Bishop and Martyr of Rome”. 
78 Change title to, ‘““Polycarp, Bishop and Martyr of Smyrna”. 
81 Change title to, “‘Anskar’’, and make appropriate change in the Collect. 
103 Add Epistle and Gospel for ‘‘Catherine of Siena’, as follows: 
For the Epistle: J Cor. 1:26-31. 
For the Gospel: St. Matthew 25:1-13. 
121 Omit first verse of the Gospel, which then becomes St. Luke 14:27-33. 
154 Add, as the first rubric on this page, the following: 
4 At the discretion of the Priest, and as appropriate, the Epistle and Gospel 
for one of the Commons in this section may be used on any day for which, 
in the preceding section, only a commemorative Collect is provided. 
159 Omit verses 22-32 of the Gospel. 
168 Omit verses 2b and 3 of the Epistle, which then becomes Rev. 19:1-2a,4-9, 
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182 Substitute, for the Epistle, either Isa. 40:1-12 or Rev. 21:23—22:2. 
190 Omit verses 13-14 of the Gospel. 


Resolution adopted 
[Communicated to the House of Deputies by Message No. 30.] 


SE , —— 


House of Deputies—Second Day 


Message No. 30 was received from the House of Bishops and 
referred to the Committee on the Book of Common Prayer. 


House of Deputies—Third Day 


The Rev. Mr. Lemoine of Long Island presented Report # 11 
of the Committee on the Book of Common Prayer and moved that 
the House concur with the House of Bishops in extending the trial 
use of Lesser Feasts and Fasts, as amended, for an additional period 
of three years. 

The House concurred 

[Communicated to the House of Bishops by Message No. 44.] 


Liturgical Commission, Commendation of 


House of Bishops—Third Day 


The Bishop Coadjutor of Louisiana, for the Committee on the 
Prayer Book, recommended favorable action on a Memorial from 
the Diocese of Iowa, and moved the following Resolution: 


Resolved, the House of Deputies concurring, That the Standing 
Liturgical Commission be commended for its efforts on behalf of the 
whole Church in the preparation of “The Liturgy of the Lord’s Supper” 
as set forth in Prayer Book Studies XVII, and that the said Commission 
be encouraged to present the said Liturgy for consideration by the 62nd 
General Convention. 


Resolution adopted 
[Communicated to the House of Deputies by Message No. 58.] 


ees 


House of Deputies—Fourth Day 
Message No. 58 was received from the House of Bishops. 


It was moved and seconded that the House concur. 
The House concurred 
[Communicated to the House of Bishops by Message No. 66.] 
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Liturgical Commission—Temporary Enlargement 
House of Bishops—Second Day 


The Bishop Coadjutor of Louisiana, for the. Committee on the 
Prayer Book, moved that the House adopt the Resolution proposed 
by the Standing Liturgical Commission regarding its temporary 
enlargement, as follows: 


Resolved, the House of Deputies concurring, That, for the purpose of 
revising the Book of Common Prayer, and until such revision be com- 
pleted, the Standing Liturgical Commission be augmented by four 
members, in addition to its present membership of twelve, being the 
nine appointive and one ex officio Members provided by Canon 22, 
plus the two episcopal Consultants appointed by the Presiding Bishop, 
so that the total temporary membership of the Commission shall be 
sixteen. 


Resolution adopted 
[Communicated to the House of Deputies by Message No. 25.] 


House of Deputies—Second Day 


Message No. 25 was received from the House of Bishops and 
referred to the Committee on the Book of Common Prayer. 


House of Deputies—Third Day 


The Rev. Mr. Lemoine of Long Island presented Report # 6 
of the Committee on the Book of Common Prayer and moved that 
the House concur with the House of Bishops in approving the 
temporary enlargement of the Standing Liturgical Commission. 

The House concurred 

[Communicated to the House of Bishops by Message No. 39.] 


“Liturgy of the Lord’s Supper”—Single Trial Use 
House of Bishops—First Day 
The Bishop of Delaware moved the following Resolution: 


Resolved, the House of Deputies concurring, That this 62nd General 
Convention, in accordance with Clause (b) of Article X. of the Con- 
stitution, authorize for use at the Ingathering of the United Thank 
Offering on Wednesday, September 20, 1967, that certain document 
entitled, “The Liturgy of the Lord’s Supper—The Celebration of 
Holy Eucharist—and Ministration of Holy Communion,” prepared by 
the Standing Liturgical Commission and published by the Church 
Pension Fund in 1966. 


Resolution adopted 
[Communicated to the House of Deputies by Message No. 2.] 
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House of Deputies—First Day 
Message No. 2 was received from the House of Bishops. 


It was moved and seconded that the House concur. 
The House concurred 
[Communicated to the House of Bishops by Message No. 3.] 


“Liturgy of the Lord’s Supper”—Trial Use 
House of Bishops—Fifth Day 


The Bishop Coadjutor of Louisiana, for the Committee on the 
Prayer Book, reported that the said Committee recommended favor- 
able action on the proposal of the Standing Liturgical Commission 
that “The Liturgy of the Lord’s Supper” be authorized for trial 
throughout the Church for a period of three years. 


Bishop Noland moved the following Resolution: 


Resolved, the House of Deputies concurring, That this Sixty-Second 
General Convention, in accordance with Clause (b) of Article X. of 
the Constitution, authorize for trial use throughout this Church for a 
period of three years, under such direction of the Ordinary as to insure 
adequate and fair use, as from the Feast of All Saints, being the. first 
day of November, 1967, as an alternative at any time, or times, to “The 
Order for the Administration of the Lord’s Supper or Holy Communion”, 
as set forth in the Book of Common Prayer, that certain document en- 
titled, THE LITURGY OF THE LORD’S SUPPER/ THE CELEBRA- 
TION OF HOLY EUCHARIST/ AND MINISTRATION OF HOLY 
COMMUNION, prepared by the Standing Liturgical Commission, pub- 
lished by the Church Pension Fund in 1966, and accompanying this 
Report. 

Resolution adopted 


[Communicated to the House of Deputies by Message No. 91.] 


—_—_—_____—_ 


House of Deputies—Fifth Day 
Message No. 91 was received from the House of Bishops. 


The Rev. Mr. Lemoine of Long Island, on behalf of the Com- 
mittee on the Book of Common Prayer, moved that the House con- 
cur with the House of Bishops in authorizing trial use of “The 
Liturgy of the Lord’s Supper”. 


The question was debated. 


The Rev. Mr. Mollegen of Virginia, in association with Mr. 
Guernsey of Missouri, the Rev. Mr. MacMillan of Erie, and the 
Rev. Mr. Krumm of New York, moved the following amendment: 
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That the, following words be added to the Resolution: _ 

Provided, that the Penitential Order shall be printed in the body of 

the service. ; 

In support of the amendment, the Rev. Mr. Mollegen offered the 
following statement: 

We realize that the new service cannot be rewritten by the two Houses 
and that trial usage is important. However, we believe that the Peniten- 
tial Order should be printed in the body of the service, as it was for the 
United Thank Offering service. This is not a doctrinal change nor even 
a re-arrangement. It is simply a matter of fair play to print the Peniten- 
tial Order in the body of the service, at a place recommended by the 
Standing Liturgical Commission, for the convenience of those who want 
to use it. Those wishing to exercise the optional rubric can simply turn 
the page. Otherwise, users will have to flip pages and find their place. 

The previous question was called for. 
Motion carried 


The amendment was put to a vote. 
Amendment not adopted 


The Chair put the Question, “Shall this House concur in the 
action of the House of Bishops as communicated by their Message 
Noeo lta 


The Clerical Deputation of the Diocese of New York called for 
a vote by orders and Dioceses. 


The results of the vote were announced, as follows: 


Clerical: Ayes, 8442; Noes, 0; Divided, 1. 
Lay: Ayes, 8334; Noes, 4%; Divided, 1. 

The House concurred 
[Communicated to the House of Bishops by Message No. 98.] 


Metropolitan Councils 
House of Deputies—Third Day 


The Rev. Mr. Bartlett of California presented Report + 3 of 
the Committee on Urban and Suburban Work, in respect of Annex E 
of Appendix 15, being a portion of the Report of the Special Com- 
mittee on Diocesan Boundaries. 


Resolved, the House of Bishops concurring, That contiguous Dioceses, 
such as those listed on pages 15.26 and 15.27 of Appendix 15, and others 
which have areas where Metropolitan Councils might be workable, give 
serious consideration to the formation of Metropolitan Councils; and 
be it further 

Resolved, the House of Bishops concurring, That the Executive Coun- 
cil be directed to assist the several jurisdictions of this Church in these 
undertakings, through its appropriate Departments and General Divi- 
sions; and be it further 
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Resolved, the Hotse of Bishops concurring, That this 62nd General 
Convention commenrid the establishment of such councils to Dioceses of 
this Church and Dioceses of other Churches of the Anglican Communion 
where common metropolitan areas exist. 


Resolution adopted 
[Communicated to the House of Bishops by Message No. 59.] 


—__—_>—__———_. 


House of Bishops—Fourth Day 
Message No. 59 was received from the House of Deputies. 


The Bishop of Haiti moved that the House concur. 
The House concurred 
[Communicated to the House of Deputies by Message No. 83.] 


Missionary Bishops—Election 
House of Bishops—Eighth Day 


The House of Bishops gathered at St. Paul’s Church, Seattle, at 
7:30 a.m., pursuant to the Order of the Day. 


The Presiding Bishop was celebrant at a celebration of the Holy 
Communion, assisted by the Vice-Chairman of the House (the 
Bishop of Ohio), the Chairman of the Committee on Dispatch 
of Business (the Bishop of Delaware), and the Secretary of the 
House (Suffragan Bishop of Texas). 


After the Eucharist, the House convened in executive session for 
the election of Missionary Bishops. 


The. House rose and the Presiding Bishop and the Secretary 
signed the certificates of election of a Bishop of Guatemala, a 
Suffragan Bishop of Honolulu, and a Bishop of Okinawa, as follows: 


1. Bishop of Guatemala 


IT IS HEREBY CERTIFIED: That the House of Bishops of The 
Episcopal Church, in General Convention assembled in the City of 
Seattle, Washington, did, on the 26th day of September, in the year of 
our Lord one thousand nine hundred and sixty-seven, in conformity 
with Canon 39, Section 2 (a), make choice of 
The Reverend William Carl Frey 
as Bishop of Guatemala, subject to the consent of the House of Deputies. 
Signed/ John E. Hines 
Presiding Bishop 
Scott Field Bailey 
Secretary of the House of Bishops 


[Communicated to the House of Deputies by Message No. 145.] 
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2. Suffragan Bishop of Honolulu 


IT IS HEREBY CERTIFIED: That the House of Bishops of The 
Episcopal Church, in General Convention assembled in the City of 
Seattle, Washington, did, on the 26th day of September, in the year of 
our Lord one thousand nine hundred and sixty-seven, in conformity with 
Canon 39, Section 2 (a), make choice of 
The Reverend Edwin Lani Hanchett 

as Suffragan Bishop of Honolulu, subject to the consent of the House of 
Deputies. 


[Communicated to the House of Deputies by Message No. 146.] 


3. Bishop of Okinawa 


IT IS HEREBY CERTIFIED: That the House of Bishops of The 
Episcopal Church, in General Convention assembled in the City of 
Seattle, Washington, did, on the 26th day of September, in the year of 
our Lord one thousand nine hundred and sixty-seven, in conformity with 
Canon 39, Section 2 (a), make choice of 

The Venerable Edmond Lee Browning 
as Bishop of Okinawa, subject to the consent of the House of Deputies. 


[Communicated to the House of Deputies by Message No. 147.] 


House of Deputies—Eighth Day 


The President announced the receipt of Messages No. 145, No. 
146, and No. 147, from the House of Bishops, concerning the elec- 
tion of Missionary Bishops. 


The Messages were referred to the Committee on the Consecration 
of Bishops. 


The Committee was excused to consider the Messages. 
The Committee notified the Chair that they were ready to report. 
The House went into executive session at 9:50 a.m. 


The House rose from executive session at 10:10 a.m. and the 
Secretary announced that the consents of the House had been given 
to the election by the House of Bishops of the Reverend William 
Carl Frey to be Bishop of Guatemala, the Reverend Edwin Lani 
Hanchett to be Suffragan Bishop of Honolulu, and the Venerable 
Edmond Lee Browning to be Bishop of Okinawa. 


The President and the Secretary signed the certificate of consents, 
as follows: 


1967] MISSIONARY BISHOPS 463 


CERTIFICATE 


The undersigned, the President and the Secretary of the House of 
Deputies, do hereby certify that on this 26th day of September, 1967, 
the choice of the House of Bishops of the Reverend William Carl Frey 
to be Bishop of this Church in the Missionary District of Guatemala 
was confirmed by the House of Deputies. 


Signed/ Clifford P. Morehouse 
President 
Charles M. Guilbert 
Secretary 


[Communicated to the House of Bishops by Message No. 119.] 


CERTIFICATE 


The undersigned, the President and the Secretary of the House of 
Deputies, do hereby certify that on this 26th day of September, 1967, 
the choice of the House of Bishops of the Reverend Edwin Lani Hanchett 
to be Suffragan Bishop of this Church in the Missionary District of 
Honolulu was confirmed by the House of Deputies. 


Signed/ Clifford P. Morehouse 
President 
Charles M. Guilbert 
Secretary 


[Communicated to the House of Bishops by Message No. 120.] 


CERTIFICATE 


The undersigned, the President and the Secretary of the House of 
Deputies, do hereby certify that on this 26th day of September, 1967, 
the choice of the House of Bishops of the Venerable Edmond Lee 
Browning to be Bishop of this Church in the Missionary District of 
Okinawa was confirmed by the House of Deputies. 


Signed/ Clifford P. Morehouse 
President 


Charles M. Guilbert 
Secretary 


[Communicated to the House of Bishops by Message No. 121.] 


House of Bishops—Eighth Day 


The Secretary read Messages No. 119, No. 120, and No. 121, 
from the House of Deputies, informing the House of Bishops of the 
consent of the House of Deputies to the elections of Missionary 
Bishops. 


The Secretary, thereupon, pursuant to the Rules of Order of the 
House, made public the names of those persons that had been 
nominated for the several episcopates, as follows: 
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Guatemala Honolulu ~ 
William Carl Frey* Edwin Lani Hanchett* 
Joseph Gregori Roger Madden Melrose* 
Edward Haynesworth > _Charles Tarleton Crane* 
Paul Kennedy* , 
Leonardo Romero* Okinawa 
A. Ervine Swift Edmond Lee Browning* 
Donald Wilson William C. Heffner* 


Paul S. Nakamura* 








* Nominated by the several Nominating Committees. 


Music, Church 
House of Deputies—Eighth Day 


The Rev. Mr. Curry of Western Massachusetts presented Report 
# 4 of the Joint Committee on Committees and Commissions, in 
respect of HD 19, a Resolution proposed by the Joint Commission 
on Church Music, and moved the following Resolution: 


Resolved, the House of Bishops concurring, That the Joint Com- 
mission on Church Music be continued, consisting of two Bishops, four 
Presbyters, and six Lay Persons who are Church musicians; and be it 
further 

Resolved, the House of Bishops concurring, That this Commission 
work for the establishment of a counterpart in the National Council 
of Churches, and that it work with the Liturgical Commission, since 
both deal with the worship of the Church. 


Resolution adopted 
[Communicated to the House of Bishops by Message No. 133.] 


House of Bishops—Ninth Day 
Message No. 133 was received from the House of Deputies. 


The Bishop of Arkansas moved that the House concur. 
The House concurred 
[Communicated to the House of Deputies by Message No. 190.] 


Mutual Responsibility Commission 


House of Deputies—Eighth Day 


The Rev. Mr. Curry of Western Massachusetts presented Report 
# 12 of the Joint Committee on Committees and Commissions, in 
respect of HD 58, HD 59, HD 60, and HD 64, being Resolutions 
proposed by the Mutual Responsibility Commission, 


The Rev. Mr. Curry moved the following Resolution: 
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Resolved, the House of Bishops concurring, That the Mutual Re- 
sponsibility Commission be continued during the next triennium; that it 
be composed of four Bishops, four Presbyters, and eight Lay persons, the 
Bishops to be appointed by the Presiding Bishop and the Presbyters 
and Lay persons to be appointed by the President of the House of 
Deputies; the Presiding Bishop and the President of the House of 
Deputies to be ex officio members of the Commission; and be it further 

Resolved, the House of Bishops concurring, That the Commission be 
charged with the continued stimulation, support, and co-ordination, for 
the implementation at all levels of the Church, of the program set forth 
in the original MRI document, and particularly Points Two through 
Five of Section III thereof; viz: 

2. Begin at once a radical study of our obedience to mission: a study 

of structure, of theology of Mission, and of priorities of decision; 

3. Seek the way to receive as well as give, asking expectantly what 
other Churches and cultures may bring to our life, and eager to 
share our task and problem with others; 

4. Seek to test and evaluate every activity by the test of Mission and 
service to others, in our following after Christ. 

5. Develop swiftly every possible channel for communication with 
Our companions in the Anglican Communion—indeed in the 
Church of Christ as a whole; 

and be it further 

Resolved, the House of Bishops concurring, That, under the direction 
of the Presiding Bishop, the said Commission be directed and authorized 
to call upon the existing agencies of the Church, including the Executive 
Council, for assistance and expertise in carrying out its task. The Mutual 
Responsibility Commission may make request of the Executive Council 
for the assistance of the Council’s staff personnel in discharging its 
responsibilities. The Commission shall make a report, with recommen- 
dations to the Executive Council, at each of the Council’s regular meet- 
ings; and be it further 

Resolved, the House of Bishops concurring, That the Mutual Re- 
sponsibility Commission be instructed to keep the Church regularly 
informed and to report at the next meeting of the General Convention. 


Resolution adopted 
[Communicated to the House of Bishops by Message No, 167.] 


The Rev. Mr. Crawford of Arizona presented Report # 6 of the 
Committee on Missions, as follows: 


The House of Deputies’ Committee on Missions was assigned the 
task of reviewing and evaluating the work of the Mutual Responsibility 
Commission during the past triennium. Your Committee, after much 
consideration, in the limited time assigned to it, recommends the follow- 
ing Resolution for adoption: 

Resolved, the House of Bishops concurring, That the Mutual Re- 
sponsibility Commission be commended for the excellent manner in 
which they carried out the MRI program assigned to them by man- 
date of the 61st General Convention in Saint Louis. 


Resolution adopted 
[Communicated to the House of Bishops by Message No. 171.] 
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House of Bishops—Ninth Day 


Messages No. 167 and 171 were received from the House of 
Deputies. ; 


The Bishop of Florida moved that the House concur with the 
House of Deputies in adopting the Resolution proposed in its 
Message No. 167. 

The House concurred 


[Communicated to the House of Deputies by Message No. 219.] 


The Bishop of East Carolina moved that the House concur with 
the House of Deputies in adopting the Resolution proposed in its 
Message No. 171. 

The House concurred 


[Communicated to the House of Deputies by Message No. 240.] 


The Vice-President of the Executive Council and Director of its 
Overseas Department moved the following Resolution: 

Resolved, the House of Deputies concurring, That the General Con- 
vention express most warm and deeply sincere appreciation to Walker 
Taylor, Jr., for his tireless and imaginative service to the cause of 
Mutual Responsibility and Inter-dependence, as Executive Officer of 
that Commission, and send thankful greetings to him and his family. 


Resolution adopted 
[Communicated to the House of Deputies by Message No. 214.] 


Or 


House of Deputies—Ninth Day 
Message No. 214 was received from the House of Bishops. 


It was moved and seconded that the House concur. 
The House concurred 
[Communicated to the House of Bishops by Message No. 192.] 


Negro Clergymen—Statement About 
House of Bishops—Fourth Day 


The Bishop of Chicago, for the Committee on Memorials and 
Petitions, recommended that the House adopt Resolution + 4 of 
the Report of the Special Committee on the Placement of the Clergy, 
proposing that the General Convention endorse the Statement About 
Negro Clergymen previously adopted by the House of Bishops. 


Bishop Burrill moved the following Resolution: 
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Resolved, the House of Deputies concurring, That this 62nd General 
Convention affirm and endorse the Resolution adopted by the House 
of Bishops in its Special Meeting of 1965, which Resolution reads as 
follows: 

1. That qualified Negro clergymen be included in appointments, 

wherever Bishops have authority to make such appointments, and in 

cathedral and other staff positions. 

2. That all Bishops recommend clergymen to vestries, for election as 

rectors, on the basis of merit, without regard to race or color, and 

that Bishops encourage rectors and vestries needing curates to call 

Negro curates, especially to predominantly white churches. 

3. That all Bishops make appointments of Negro clergymen to dio- 

cesan positions of leadership, not exclusively in the field of Christian 

Social Relations. 

4. That the House of Bishops urge the Overseas Department to seek 

out Negroes for appointment in the overseas field. 

5. That all Bishops enlist Negro students for the priesthood in their 

Dioceses, with the understanding that they will have opportunities for 

placement not limited to predominantly Negro parishes. 

6. That the House of Bishops urge the Executive Council, specifically, 

to include Negroes in all recruitment programs for all professional 

vocations in the Church. 

7. That all Bishops having to do with appointments of clergymen and 

lay persons to seminary, college, and school faculties, and other 

Church institutions, strongly use the episcopal office for securing 

Negro as well as white persons for these positions. 

8. That the preceding principles and actions apply with equal validity 

to other ethnic and racial groups within the life of the Church. 

Resolution adopted 
[Communicated to the House of Deputies by Message No. 76.] 


The Bishop of Southern Ohio moved that the House reconsider its 
action, so that the Statement might be amended. 


Motion carried 


Bishop Blanchard then moved to strike the word “qualified” from 
the first numbered paragraph. 


Amendment adopted 
[Communicated to the House of Deputies by Message No. 78.] 


—____q____ 


House of Deputies—Fourth Day 

Messages No. 76 and No. 78 were received from the House of 
Bishops and referred to the Committee on Christian Social Relations. 
House of Deputies—Ninth Day 


The Rev. Mr. Mollegen of Virginia presented Report # 22 of 
the Committee on Christian Social Relations, and moved that the 
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House concur with the House of Bishops in adopting the Statement 
About Negro Clergymen as communicated by Message No, 76 and 
amended by Message No, 78. ; 
The House did not concur 


[Communicated to the House of Bishops by Message No. 185.] 


Non-Metropolitan Areas—Joint Committee 


House of Deputies—Eighth Day 


The Rev. Mr. Curry of Western Massachusetts presented Report 
+ 7 of the Joint Committee on Committees and Commissions, with 
reference to HD 365, a Resolution sponsored by the Rev. Mr. Baden 
of Virginia, proposing the establishment of a Joint Committee on 
Non-Metropolitan Areas. 


The Rev. Mr. Curry moved the following Resolution; 


Whereas, God is concerned with all of His creation, and therefore the 
Church must be aware of, and sensitive to, all of His people, no matter 
where they live; and 

Whereas, Seventy-million people living in non-metropolitan ateas of 
the United States are facing rapid social, economic, and ecclesiastical 
changes, now and in the future; and 

Whereas, The Church’s Mission and Ministry to these people must be 
ongoing, faithful, and relevant; and 

Whereas, There is need for constaht review, evaluation, and assist- 
ance for this Mission to non-metropolitan America; therefore, be it 

Resolved, the House of Bishops concurring, That a Joint Committee 
for Non-Metropolitan Areas be established, consisting of three Bishops, 
three Presbyters, and three Lay Persons; and be it further 

Resolved, the House of Bishops concurring, That the House of 
Deputies’ Standing Committee on Rural Work, as well as the House of 
Bishops’ Committee on Town and Country, be constituted as the Joint 
Committee on Non-Metropolitan Areas. 


Resolution adopted 
[Communicated to the House of Bishops by Message No, 152.] 


House of Bishops—Ninth Day 
Message No. 152 was received from the House of Deputies. 


The Bishop of Honolulu moved that the House concur, 


The House concurred 
[Communicated to the House of Deputies by Message No. 201.] 


1967] NON-METROPOLITAN AREAS 469 


Non-Metropolitan Areas—Staff Officer 
House of Deputies—Ninth Day 


The Rev. Mr. Ortmayer of Milwaukee presented Report + 3 
of the Committee on Rural Work, with reference to HD 369, a 
Resolution sponsored by the Rev. Mr. Helmer of Northern 
Michigan. 


The Rev. Mr. Ortmayer moved the following Resolution: 


Resolved, the House of Bishops concurring, That the Executive Coun- 
cil provide a staff Officer with the primary responsibility of assisting the 
ministry and mission of the Church in a changing non-metropolitan 
America. 

Resolution adopted 
[Communicated to the House of Bishops by Message No. 174.] 


ee 


House of Bishops—Ninth Day 
Message No. 174 was received from the House of Deputies. 
Action was deferred, pending clarification. 


Later, the Bishop of Western Kansas, for the Committee on Town 
and Country Work, moved that the House concur. 
The House concurred 
[Communicated to the House of Deputies by Message No. 230.] 


North America—Anglican Regional Council of 
House of Bishops—Seventh Day 


The Vice-President of the Executive Council moved the follow- 
ing Resolution: 


Whereas, Representatives of this Church, together with those of the 
Anglican Church of Canada and the Church of the Province of the 
West Indies, at the initiation of the Anglican Executive Officer, have 
met and agreed to propose to their respective Churches a “Regional 
Council of North America”, and have agreed on a tentative Constitution; 
and 

Whereas, Such regional organization is now a matter of significant 
urgency within the ecumenical movement, as well as the Anglican Com- 
munion; be it hereby 

Resolved, the House of Deputies concurring, That this General Con- 
vention approve the participation of this Church in such a Council, 
authorize the Presiding Bishop to act for this Church in approving the 
final form of the proposed Constitution, and request the Executive Coun- 
cil to provide for the representation of this Church on the Council and 
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for its financial participation in due course; Provided, that a full report 
of the Council’s organization and activity shall be made at the first 
meeting of the Convention following the establishment of the Council, 
for such amendment of, or additions to, this Resolution as may seem 
appropriate to that Convention. ’ 
Resolution adopted 


[Communicated to the House of Deputies by Message No. 142.] 


a a 


House of Deputies—Seventh Day 


Message No. 142, with attachments, was received from the House 
of Bishops and referred to the Committee on Ecumenical Relations. 


House of Deputies—Eighth Day 


The Rev. Mr. O’Leary of Western Michigan presented Report 
# 12 of the Committee on Ecumenical Relations, recommending 
concurrence with the House of Bishops in adopting the proposed 
Resolution on a Regional Council for North America, with certain 
Amendments, as follows: 


1. In the third line of the “Resolved” clause, after the words, “Presiding 
Bishop”, add the words, “‘with the approval of the Executive Council”, 
so that the Resolution will read as follows: 

Resolved, the House of Deputies concurring, That this General 
Convention approve the participation of this Church in such a Coun- 
cil, authorize the Presiding Bishop, with the approval of the Execu- 
tive Council, to act for this Church in approving the final form of 
the proposed Constitution, and request the Executive Council to pro- 
vide for the representation of this Church on the Council and for its 
financial participation in due course; Provided, that a full report of 
the Council’s organization and activity shall be made at the first 
meeting of the Convention following the establishment of the Council, 
for such amendment of, or additions to, this Resolution as may seem 
appropriate to that Convention. 

2. That the word “Anglican” be added to the name of the Council in 
Article I of its proposed Constitution, so that its name will be “The 
Anglican Regional Council of North America” and that the same word 
be added before the word “Churches” in the first line of paragraph (2) 
of Article III of the said Constitution. 


The House concurred, with Amendments 
[Communicated to the House of Bishops by Message No. 153.] 


—_—____. 


House of Bishops—Ninth Day 


Message No. 153 was received from the House of Deputies. 
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The Bishop of Michigan moved that the House concur in the 
amendments proposed by the House of Deputies. 
The House concurred 
[Communicated to the House of Deputies by Message No. 202.] 


Partnership 
House of Deputies—Fourth Day 


Mr. Ikard of New Mexico and Southwest Texas presented Report 
# 3 of the Committee on Stewardship, in respect of HD 23, a 
Resolution proposed by the Joint Committee on the Partnership 
Plan. 


Mr. Ikard moved an amended form of HD 23, substituting the 
effective date 1969 for the original date of 1968. 


Mr. Gibbs of Los Angeles moved to further amend the Resolution. 
Amendment not adopted 


A prolonged discussion followed, with seven Deputies speaking 
on the affirmative and five on the negative side of the question. 


The previous question was moved. 
Motion carried 


The Resolution was put in the following form: 


Whereas, The Christian faith means the total commitment of our 
lives to God and to each other; and 

Whereas, In partnership, each Diocese and Missionary District, after 
responsible consideration of its obligations to advance the mission of 
Christ to all people everywhere, shares voluntarily in the General 
Church Program; therefore, be it 

Resolved, the House of Bishops concurring, That this 62nd General 
Convention of the Protestant Episcopal Church direct the Executive 
Council, for the calendar year 1969, and thereafter, to seek from each 
Diocese and Missionary District, a pledge, in the spirit of Christian 
brotherhood, to the General Church Program, in lieu of the current 
practice of apportioning to each such Diocese and Missionary District 
its proportionate share of the program adopted by the General Con- 
vention. 


The Lay Deputation of the Diocese of West Missouri called for 
a vote by orders and Dioceses. 


Two Clerical Deputations were polled, as follows: 


Arizona Southern Virginia 
Fowler—No Vaché—No 
Crawford—yYes Lackey—Yes 
Long—No Swann—Yes 


Blackburn—Yes Vote: Divided Megee—Yes ; Vote: Yes 
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The vote by orders was announced, as follows: 


Clerical: Ayes, 5814; Noes, 17; Divided, 10. 
Lay: Ayes, 5842; Noes, 18; Divided, 9. 
Resolution adopted 
[Communicated to the House of Bishops by Message No. 76.] 


House of Deputies—Fifth Day 


Mr. Ikard presented Report + 4 of the Committee on Steward- 
ship, and moved the adoption of a Resolution proposed by the 
Mutual Responsibility Commission (HD 57, Resolution # 1), as 
follows: 


Resolved, the House of Bishops concurring, That the Bishops and the 
Deputies to this 62nd General Convention, having enacted the Partner- 
ship Plan of voluntary stewardship, wherein quotas for the General 
Church Program are eliminated, do pledge themselves jointly and 
severally to communicate adequately the change that has been voted. 

Resolution adopted 


[Communicated to the House of Bishops by Message No. 77.] 


—_—_.._¢4 


House of Bishops—Sixth Day 


Messages No. 76 and No. 77 were received from the House of 
Deputies and read. 


The Chair ruled, there being no objections, that they be placed 
on the Calendar. 


In the meantime, they were referred to the Committee on Me- 
morials and Petitions. 


House of Bishops—Seventh Day 


The Suffragan Bishop (Burgess) of Massachusetts, Chairman of 
the Committee on Memorials and Petitions, requested the Bishop 
of Chicago, a member of the Committee, who had also been a mem- 
ber of the Joint Committee on the Partnership Plan, to report on 
Message No. 76 from the House of Deputies. 


Bishop Burrill spoke to, and commended, the Partnership Princi- 
ple, and moved that the House concur with the House of Deputies 
in adopting the Partnership Plan. 


The question was debated at length. 
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The previous question was moved. 
Motion carried 


The Question of concurrence with Message No. 76 was put. 
The House did not concur 
(48 aye—65 no) 
[Communicated to the House of Deputies by Message No. 144.] 


House of Bishops—Eighth Day 


The Bishop of Chicago moved that the House reconsider its action 
of the previous day in not concurring with the House of Deputies in 
adopting the Partnership Plan. 

Motion not carried 


The Bishop of Chicago, for the Committee on Memorials and 
Petitions, moved that the House concur with the House of Deputies 
in adopting the action communicated in its Message No. 77; namely, 
pledging the Bishops and Deputies to interpret the Partnership Plan 
“back home”. 


It was noted that Message No. 77 depended upon prior concur- 
rent adoption of the Resolution contained in Message No. 76. 
The House did not concur 
[Communicated to the House of Deputies by Message No. 154.] 


The Bishop of Chicago moved the adoption of Resolution + 3 of 
the Joint Committee on the Partnership Plan, as follows: 


Resolved, the House of Deputies concurring, That the Joint Commit- 
tee on the Partnership Plan, having completed the work assigned to it, 
be discharged. ; 

Resolution adopted 
[Communicated to the House of Deputies by Message No. 161.] 


The Bishop of Connecticut requested the permission of the House 
to introduce new business. 


The Bishop of Delaware, for the Committee on the Dispatch of 
Business, moved that the pertinent Rules be suspended. 
Motion carried 


The Bishop of Connecticut moved the following Resolution: 


Resolved, the House of Deputies concurring, That the approval of the 
General Convention be given to the “Partnership Principle”, that each 
parish and mission, each Diocese and Missionary District, give to others 
at least as much as it keeps and spends on itself. 

Resolution adopted 
[Communicated to the House of Deputies by Message No. 153.] 
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House of Deputies—Eighth Day. 


Messages No. 144 and No. 154 from the House of Bishops, in- 
forming the House of Deputies that the other House had not con- 
curred in adopting the Resolutions dealing with the inauguration of 
the Partnership Plan, were received. 


Message No. 153 was received from the House of Bishops. 
It was moved and seconded— 


That the House do not concur with the House of Bishops in adopting the 
Resolution commending the Partnership Principle. 


The House did not concur 
[Communicated to the House of Bishops by Message No. 126.] 


Message No. 161 was received from the House of Bishops, being 
a Resolution to discharge the Joint Committee on the Partnership 
Plan. 
The House concurred 
[Communicated to the House of Bishops by Message No. 137.] 


Pension Fund Benefits 
House of Deputies—Third Day 


The Rev. Mr. Byfield of California presented Report + 2 of the 
Committee on the Church Pension Fund, with reference to HD 68, 
being the enabling Resolution attached to the Report of the Com- 
mittee to Review the Role of The Church Pension Fund. 


The Rev. Mr. Byfield moved the following Resolution, as 
amended by the Committee: 


Resolved, the House of Bishops concurring, That the report of the 
Committee to Review the Role of The Church Pension Fund be ac- 
cepted in principle by this General Convention, as the basis for a 
revision and adjustment of the rules of The Church Pension Fund as 
soon as this is practicable, the new benefits to be made retroactive to 
January 1, 1968. 

; Resolution adopted 
[Communicated to the House of Bishops by Message No. 58.] 


House of Bishops—Fourth Day 


Message No. 58 was received from the House of Deputies. 
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The Bishop of Delaware requested the permission of the House 
to receive representatives of The Church Pension Fund and of the 
Committee to Review the Fund. 

Permission granted 


Mr. Robert Worthington, President, and Mr. Robert A. Robin- 
son, Vice-President, of the Fund, and Mr. Philip Masquellette of 
Texas, a member of the Committee, were introduced. 


They addressed the House. 


The Bishop of Rhode Island moved to amend that portion of the 
recommendations of the Committee to Review which deals with the 
pension rights and widow’s benefit of a deposed clergyman, by 
enacting as follows: 

A Clergyman who has been deposed or who has renounced the 
ministry after ten (10) years of active service, is eligible, equally with 


the wife who shared his ministry, to a deferred pension payable at the 
age of 65, and equal to the amount accrued at the time of his deposition. 


After discussion, Bishop Higgins withdrew his amendment. 


The Question was put: “Shall this House concur with the House 
of Deputies in adopting the action communicated in its Message 
No. 58?” 

The House concurred 


[Communicated to the House of Deputies by Message No. 86.] 


Pension Fund Trustees 


House of Deputies—Eighth Day 


Elections were held on this day for Trustees of The Church 
Pension Fund. 


It was announced that the following persons had been elected, 
on the part of this House, to nine-year terms: 


Rt. Rev. William F. Creighton of Washington 
James S. Armstrong of New York 

Hector J. Buell of Albany 

Dr. John T. Fey of New York 

Philip Masquellette of Texas 

Richard K. Paynter, Jr. of New Jersey 
Seaborn J. Flournoy of Southern Virginia 
Thomas H. Johnson of Georgia 


[Communicated to the House of Bishops by Message No. 157.] 
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House of Bishops—Ninth Day 
Message No. 157 was received from the House of Deputies. 


The Bishop of Pennsylvania moved that the House confirm the 
election of Trustees of The Church Pension Fund. 
Elections confirmed 
[Communicated to the House of Deputies by Message No. 206.] 


Philippine Independent Church 


House of Deputies—First Day 


The President read a message of congratulation from the Philip- 
pine Independent Church. 


He instructed the Committee on Privilege and Courtesy to bring 
in an appropriate Resolution of response. 


The Rev. Mr. Cox of Dallas presented Report # 1 of the Com- 
mittee on Privilege and Courtesy, and moved the following Reso- 
lution: 


Resolved, the House of Bishops concurring, That this Sixty-Second 
General Convention of The Episcopal Church inform the Most Rev. 
Isabelo de los Reyes, Jr., Supreme Bishop of the Philippine Independent 
Church, that it has received with joy the felicitous message at his hand, 
which message assures this Church of the prayers on its behalf of that 
Sashes of the One, Holy, Catholic, and Apostolic Church; and be it 
urther 

Resolved, the House of Bishops concurring, That this Sixty-Second 
General Convention of The Episcopal Church extend to the Philippine 
Independent Church the greetings of this Church and its assurance of 
our prayers for God’s blessing on the continuing work of that great 
Communion, 

Resolution adopted 
[Communicated to the House of Bishops by Message No. 6.] 


House of Bishops—Second Day 
Message No. 6 was received from the House of Deputies. 


It was moved and seconded that the House concur. 


The House concurred 
[Communicated to the House of Deputies by Message No. 19.] 
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Poor, Participation of, in Poverty Programs 
House of Deputies—Eighth Day 


The Rev. Mr. Bartlett of California presented Report + 6 of the 
Committee on Urban and Suburban Work. 


He moved the following Resolution, initiated by the Committee: 


Whereas, This Convention recognizes not only the right but the neces- 
sity of the poor to participate in the social, economic, and political 
decisions which affect their lives, and the importance of having them 
serve, therefore, on all decision- -making bodies of poverty-related insti- 
tutions and agencies; therefore, be it 

Resolved, the House of Bishops concurring, That this Convention 
urge all Episcopalians to seek every available means to encourage such 
participation and, more specifically, that the Department of Christian 
Social Relations of the Executive Council translate this concern to all 
diocesan departments of Christian Social Relations. 

Resolution adopted 
{Communicated to the House of Bishops by Message No. 158.] 


TT 


House of Bishops—Ninth Day 
Message No. 158 was received from the House of Deputies. 


The Bishop of Southwestern Virginia moved that the House 
concur. 


The House concurred 
[Communicated to the House of Deputies by Message No. 207.] 


Pope Paul VI 
House of Bishops—Third Day 


The Bishop of Milwaukee, for the Committee on Ecumenical 
Relations, moved the following Resolution: 


Resolved, the House of Deputies concurring, That the following 
message be sent: 

To His Holiness Pope Paul VI, Vatican City, Rome: Greetings and 
Salutations in the Lord, 

From the General Convention of The Episcopal Church, with its 
House of Bishops under the Presidency of the Most Reverend John 
Elbridge Hines, Presiding Bishop, and its House of Deputies, under 
the Presidency of Dr. Clifford P. Morehouse, now assembled in 
triennial session in Seattle, Washington, September 17-27, 1967. 

We assure you of our earnest and continuing prayers for you, Your 
Holiness, that God may give you speedy recovery of health and 
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strength, and the fullness of divine guidance for your great and im- 
mensely responsible task. We rejoice in the warm relations between 
our Churches these past three years, as marked by the visit and loving 
reception of His Grace, the Archbishop of Canterbury, and, more 
recently, the establishment of the Anglican Center in Rome, at which 
time Your Holiness expressed the hope that knowledge might lead 
to love, and that surely love would lead to that unity in Christ we 
all seek. The Holy Spirit is leading us all most wonderfully to this 
oal. 
= Signed/ John Elbridge Hines 
Clifford P. Morehouse 
Resolution adopted 


[Communicated to the House of Deputies by Message No. 59.] 


—————E—E—— EE 


House of Deputies—Third Day 
Message No. 59 was received from the House of Bishops. 


It was moved and seconded that the House concur. 


The House concurred 
[Communicated to the House of Bishops by Message No. 65.] 


Prayer Book in Simple English 
House of Bishops—Second Day 


The Bishop Coadjutor of Louisiana, for the Committee on the 
Prayer Book, moved the adoption of the Resolution, in respect of 
an edition of the Book of Common Prayer in simple English, which 


had been proposed by the Standing Liturgical Commission, as 
follows: 


_ Resolved, the House of Deputies concurring, That the Standing Litur- 
gical Commission be authorized and directed to prepare, in close col- 
laboration with the appropriate Departments of the Executive Council, 
and to publish, an edition of the Book of Common Prayer in simple, 
basic, English, for use in the Missionary District of Alaska and in other 
situations in this Church where the linguistic needs of congregations 
make such a version necessary. 

; Resolution adopted 
[Communicated to the House of Deputies by Message No. 34.] 


—_<___¢_— 


House of Deputies—Second Day 


Message No. 34 was received from the House of Bishops and 
referred to the Committee on the Book of Common Prayer. 
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House of Deputies—Third Day 


The Rev. Mr. Lemoine of Long Island presented Report + 13 of 
the Committee on the Book of Common Prayer, and moved that the 
House concur with the House of Bishops in the action communi- 
cated in its Message No. 34, with the following Amendments: 


In lieu of the words, “an edition”, substitute the words, “a translation”. 
The House concurred, with Amendments 
[Communicated to the House of Bishops by Message No. 47.] 


House of Bishops—Fourth Day 
Message No. 47 was received from the House of Deputies. 


The Bishop of Georgia moved that the House concur. 
The House concurred 
[Communicated to the House of Deputies by Message No. 70.] 


Prayer Book Revision—Consultants 
House of Bishops—Second Day 


The Bishop Coadjutor of Louisiana, for the Committee on the 
Prayer Book, moved the adoption of Resolution + 4, proposed by 
the Standing Liturgical Commission, in respect of Consultants for 
Prayer Book revision, as follows; 


Resolved, the House of Deputies concurring, That the Presiding 
Bishop in respect of Bishops, and the President of the House of Depu- 
ties in respect of other clergymen and lay persons, be authorized and 
requested to appoint qualified Consultants to the Standing Liturgical 
Commission to enable the said Commission to organize the several 
Committees required by the Plan for a Revision of the Book of Com- 
mon Prayer now adopted and for other purposes connected with the 
said revision. 


Resolution adopted 
[Communicated to the House of Deputies by Message No. 26.] 


House of Deputies—Second Day 


Message No. 26 was received from the House of Bishops and 
referred to the Committee on the Book of Common Prayer. 
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House of Deputies—Third Day 


The Rev. Mr. Lemoine of Long Island presented Report # 7 of 
the Committee on the Book of Common Prayer, and moved that 
the House concur. 


The House concurred 
{Communicated to the House of Bishops by Message No. 40.] 


Prayer Book Revision—Co-ordinator 
House of Bishops—Second Day 


The Bishop Coadjutor of Louisiana, for the Committee on the 
Prayer Book, moved the adoption of Resolution # 5 of the Standing 
Liturgical Commission, calling for the appointment of a Co-ordina- 
tor for Prayer Book revision, as follows: 


Resolved, the House of Deputies concurring, That the Presiding 
Bishop and the President of the House of Deputies, jointly, be author- 
ized and requested to appoint a Co-ordinator for Prayer Book Revision, 
who shall be responsible and accountable to the Standing Liturgical 
Commission; the functions of said Co-ordinator to include: 

1. Assisting the Committees of Consultants to initiate and carry out 

their assigned tasks; 

2. Maintaining contact with the said Committees throughout the 
revision process; 

3. Providing liaison among the said Committees, between the said 
Committees and the Standing Liturgical Commission and other 
Joint Committees and Joint Commissions of the General Conven- 
tion and comparable bodies of other Christian Communions; 

4. Furnishing staff services to the Standing Liturgical Commission 
in co-ordinating and editing the products of the several Commit- 
tees; and 


5. Expediting the production of the Draft Revised Book of Common 


rayer. 
[Communicated to the House of Deputies by Message No. 27.] 





House of Deputies—Second Day 


Message No. 27 was received from the House of Bishops and 
referred to the Committee on the Book of Common Prayer. 


House of Deputies—Third Day 


The Rev. Mr. Lemoine of Long Island presented Report + 8 of 


the Committee on the Book of Common Prayer, and moved that the 
House concur. 


The House concurred 
[Communicated to the House of Bishops by Message No. 41.] 
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Prayer Book Revision—Instrument 


House of Bishops—Second Day 

The Bishop Coadjutor of Louisiana, for the Committee on the 
Prayer Book, moved the adoption of Resolution + 2 of the Stand- 
ing Liturgical Commission, proposing that the said Commission be 
designated the Convention’s instrument for Prayer Book revision, 
as follows, 


Resolved, the House of Deputies concurring, That the Standing Litur- 
gical Commission be designated by this Sixty-Second General Conven- 
tion as its instrument for the revision of the Book of Common Prayer, 
and be assigned responsibility, and be held accountable, for initiating, 
prosecuting, co-ordinating, and bringing to completion the process of 
producing a Draft Revised Book of Common Prayer. 

Resolution adopted 
[Communicated to the House of Deputies by Message No. 24.] 


—_—___¢___ 


House of Deputies—Second Day 


Message No. 24 was received from the House of Bishops and 
referred to the Committee on the Book of Common Prayer. 


House of Deputies—Third Day 


The Rev. Mr. Lemoine of Long Island presented Report # 5 of 
the Committee on the Book of Common Prayer, and moved that the 
House concur. 

The House concurred 

[Communicated to the House of Bishops by Message No. 38.] 


Prayer Book Revision—Plan 
House of Bishops—Second Day 


The Bishop Coadjutor of Louisiana, for the Committee on the 
Prayer Book, moved the adoption of Resolution # 1 of the Stand- 
ing Liturgical Commission, which proposed a plan for Prayer Book 
revision, as follows: 


Whereas, The Sixty-First General Convention referred to the Standing 
Liturgical Commission “for study and action” a Resolution calling for 
a Commission “to propose to the next General Convention a plan by 
which a revision of the Book of Common Prayer can be undertaken”; 
and 


Whereas, Two Memorials of similar import, from the Diocese of 
Rhode Island and the Missionary District of Idaho, respectively, were 
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referred to the Standing Liturgical Commission by the House of Bish- 
ops; now, therefore, be it 


Resolved, the House of Deputies concurring, That this Sixty-Second 
General Convention approve the Plan for a Révision of the Book of 
Common Prayer set forth in the Report of the Standing Liturgical Com- 
mission to this Convention (See Part IV—Appendix 23). 

Resolution adopted 


[Communicated to the House of Deputies by Message No.: 23.] 
—_—_ 
House of Deputies—Second Day 
Message No. 23 was received from the House of Bishops and 
referred to the Committee on the Book of Common Prayer. 
House of Deputies—Third Day 


The Rev. Mr. Lemoine of Long Island presented Report # 4 of 
the Committee on the Book of Common Prayer, and moved that the 
House concur with the House of Bishops in adopting the plan for 
revision of the Book of Common Prayer, with an Amendment, as 
follows: 


Strike the second “Whereas” clause of the preamble. 
The House concurred, with Amendments 
[Communicated to the House of Bishops by Message No. 49.] 


———_—__¢q—_______._.. 


House of Bishops—Fourth Day 


Message No. 49, amending Message No. 23 of the House of 
Bishops, was received from the House of Deputies. 


The Bishop of Georgia moved that the House concur. 
The House concurred 
[Communicated to the House of Deputies by Message No. 72.] 


Presiding Bishop’s Call to the Church 


House of Deputies—First Day 


The Rev. Mr. Leffler of Olympia rose to a question of the privi- 
lege of the House and moved the following Resolution: 


Whereas, The Presiding Bishop, in his opening address, issued a stir- 
ring call to Churchmen to take their places “humbly and boldly along- 
side and in support of the dispossessed and oppressed people of this 
country for the healing of our national life”; and 
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Whereas, This House wishes to express its hearty and affirmative re- 
sponse to this call; therefore, be it 


Resolved, the House of Bishops concurring, That a Joint Committee 
of four Bishops, four Presbyters, and four Laymen be appointed to 
consider the Presiding Bishop’s Call to the Church and make recom- 
mendations to this Convention for an appropriate response thereto. 


Resolution adopted 
[Communicated to the House of Bishops by Message No. 5.] 


The President appointed, on the part of the House, the following 

Deputies: 

Rev. Mr. Yamazaki of Los Angeles 

Rev. Mr. Hauser of Texas 

Rev. Mr. Morley of Missouri 

Rey. Mr. Reeves of South Florida 

Mr. Morgan of Arizona 

Mr. Crump of Tennessee 

Mr. Jones of Central New York 

Mr. Lawrence of New York 


———<_—<__._____. 


House of Bishops—Second Day 


The House of Bishops received Message No. 5 from the House 
of Deputies. 


It was moved and seconded that the House concur. 
The House concurred 
[Communicated to the House of Deputies by Message No. 20.] 


The Presiding Bishop appointed, on behalf of the House, the 
following Bishops: 
The Bishop of Newark, Convener 
The Bishop of Michigan 
The Bishop of California 
The Suffragan Bishop (Martin) of Long Island 


ee ae ee 


House of Deputies—Eighth Day 


The Rev. Mr. Hauser of Texas, as Chairman of the Joint Com- 
mittee on a Response to the Presiding Bishop’s Call to the Church, 
presented the Committee’s Report. 
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He moved the following Resolution: 


Resolved, the House of Bishops concurring, That the Report of the 
Joint Committee on a Response to the Presiding Bishop’s Call to the 
Church, which is in the form of an “Open Letter to the Presiding 
Bishop”, be adopted as the official response of this General Convention 
to the Presiding Bishop’s Call. 


Resolution adopted 
[Communicated to the House of Bishops by Message No. 129.] 


House of Bishops—Ninth Day 


Message No. 129 was received from the House of Deputies. 
The House concurred 
[Communicated to the House of Deputies by Message No. 186.] 


(See Introduction to this Part III of the Journal) 
Projects and Companion Dioceses 


House of Deputies—Ninth Day 


Mr. Taylor of East Carolina moved the following Resolution, 
which was seconded by the Rev. Mr. Thornberry of Ohio: 


Resolved, the House of Bishops concurring, That this Convention 
re-affirm its support of projects and Companion Dioceses through the 
Anglican Communion and the Wider Episcopal Fellowship; and urge all 
parishes and Dioceses to continue this response under the first imper- 
ative of Mutual Responsibility and Inter-dependence in the Body of 
Christ, as proclaimed at the Anglican Congress of 1963. 

Resolution adopted 
[Communicated to the House of Bishops by Message No. 172.] 


House of Bishops—Ninth Day 
Message No. 172 was received from the House of Deputies. 


The First Vice-President of the Executive Council moved that 
the House concur. 


The House concurred 
[Communicated to the House of Deputies by Message No. 221.] 
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Provincial Boundaries 


House of Deputies—Sixth Day 


Mr. Worsham of Dallas presented Report + 22 of the Commit- 
tee on Structure, with reference to HD 39, a Resolution on the sub- 
ject of the boundaries of Provinces, proposed by the Joint Commis- 
sion on the Structure of the General Convention and Provinces. 


Mr. Worsham moved the adoption of the following Resolution. 


Resolved, the House of Bishops concurring, That there be referred to 
the Synods of the Provinces, for study and self-examination, the question 
of the re-alignment of Provinces, with a view to there being more 
Provinces with fewer constituent jurisdictions, in order to form more 
cohesive groups, having greater community of interest and means of 
communication. 

Resolution adopted 


[Communicated to the House of Bishops by Message No. 90.] 





House of Bishops—Sixth Day 
Message No. 90 was received from the House of Deputies. 


The Bishop of Haiti moved that the House concur. 
The House concurred 
[Communicated to the House of Deputies by Message No. 120.] 


Registrar 


House of Bishops—Second Day 


The Bishop of Delaware, for the Committee on the Dispatch of 
Business, moved that the Rev. Canon Charles M, Guilbert be 
nominated to the House of Deputies for election as Registrar of the 
General Convention. 

Motion carried 

[Communicated to the House of Deputies by Message No. 36.] 


aS ee 


House of Deputies—Second Day 
Message No, 36 was received from the House of Bishops. 


The Rev. Mr. Woodward of West Missouri, for the Committee 
on Dispatch of Business, moved that the House of Deputies 


oa 
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elect the Rev. Canon Charles M. Guilbert to be Registrar of the 
General Convention. 

, . Motion carried 
[Communicated to the House of Bishops by Message No. 30.] 


Religion and Health 
House of Bishops—First Day 


The Suffragan Bishop (Burgess) of Massachusetts, for the Com- 
mittee on Memorials and Petitions, moved the adoption of the fol- 
lowing Resolution, which had been proposed by the Joint Commis- 
sion on the Ministry of Healing: 


Resolved, the House of Deputies concurring, That the Joint Com- 
mission on the Ministry of Healing be continued for the next triennium, 
and that it be re-named, “The Joint Commission on Religion and 
Health”. 

[Communicated to the House of Deputies by Message No. 16.] 


Se 


House of Deputies—First Day 


Message No. 16 was received from the House of Bishops and 
referred to the Joint Committee on Committees and Commissions. 


House of Deputies—Eighth Day 


The Rev. Mr. Curry of Western Massachusetts presented Report 
# 13 of the Joint Committee on Committees and Commissions, 
recommending that the House concur with the House of Bishops in 
continuing the Joint Commission on the Ministry of Healing, with 
a new name; namely, the Joint Commission on Religion and Health. 

The House concurred 

[Communicated to the House of Bishops by Message No. 138.] 


Religion and Medicine Committee, A.M.A. 


House of Deputies—Eighth Day 


The Rev. Mr. Mollegen of Virginia presented Report + 10 of the 
Committee on Christian Social Relations, in respect of HD 340, a 
Resolution sponsored by the Rev. Mr. Varley of Easton. 


The Rev. Mr. Mollegen moved the following Resolution: 


_ Whereas, The welfare of man depends upon the ministrations of many 
disciplines; therefore, be it 
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Resolved, the House of Bishops concurring, That this Church com- 
mend the work of the Committee on Religion and Medicine of the 
American Medical Association, which has been operating in many 
areas of our nation; and be it further 


Resolved, the House of Bishops concurring, That this 62nd General 
Convention of the Church urge the appropriate Officers of its Executive 
Council, diocesan committees, and local clergymen to acquaint them- 
selves with the services of this group and to co-operate with local physi- 
cians in their common quest to minister effectively to the sick and 
suffering. 

Resolution adopted 


[Communicated to the House of Bishops by Message No. 147.] 


es 


House of Bishops—Ninth Day 
Message No. 147 was received from the House of Deputies. 


The Bishop of Northwest Texas moved that the House concur. 
The House concurred 
[Communicated to the House of Deputies by Message No. 196.] 


Renewal, Council for 


House of Bishops—Seventh Day 


The Bishop of Honolulu, for the Committee on Mutual Responsi- 
bility, with reference to a Memorial from the Diocese of Southern 
Ohio, on the subject of a Council for Renewal, moved the following 
Resolution: 


Whereas, Ours is a time of unprecedented social, cultural, and techni- 
cal revolution, and all men everywhere are confronted with unaccus- 
tomed opportunities and profound dislocations at all levels of existence; 
and 


Whereas, In the face of all this, we still cling to the hope that our 
Faith offers and provides us with indispensable resources for meeting 
these issues in a creative way; and 


Whereas, Only by a radical renewal of the Church, comparable to a 
new Reformation of 
. ecclesiastical structures, 
. theological concepts and discoveries, 
. ethical practices within and outside of the Church, 
. liturgical forms and meanings, 
. budgetary priorities and strategies of mission and ministry, 
can our faith be discovered to be capable of generating the kind of new 
vision, imagination, and energy which all men hunger and die for in 
our time; and 


ecandngp 
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Whereas, the 93rd Annual Convention of the Diocese of Southern 
Ohio placed itself on record as supporting the action in the House of 
Bishops, meeting in Wheeling, West Virginia, in October, 1966, calling 
for a Council for Renewal in the Episcopal Church, and calling upon 
the Presiding Bishop and the Executive Council to grant the said Coun- 
cil for Renewal the widest possible scope to enlist every available 
religious and secular resource in a concerted address to all relevant 
issues; therefore, be it 


Resolved, the House of Deputies concurring, That the General Con- 
vention of 1967 authorize and direct the Presiding Bishop to initiate 
and undergird the work of the Council for Renewal with all deliberate 
speed, calling upon as many as possible from other traditions to join 
in the effort. 


Resolution adopted 
[Communicated to the House of Deputies by Message No. 128.] 


> 


House of Deputies—Seventh Day 


Message No. 128 was received from the House of Bishops and 
referred to the Committee on Christian Social Relations. 


House of Deputies—Eighth Day 


The Rev. Mr. Mollegen of Virginia presented Report # 11 of the 
Committee on Christian Social Relations, recommending that the 
House concur with the House of Bishops in respect of a Council 
for Renewal. 

The House concurred 

[Communicated to the House of Bishops by Message No. 163.] 


Renewal, Joint Commission on 
House of Bishops—Second Day 


The Bishop of Massachusetts reported on behalf of the Special 
Committee, appointed, pursuant to a Resolution adopted by the 
House of Bishops at its 1966 meeting in Wheeling, West Virginia, 
to develop a Council of Renewal. 


Bishop Stokes moved the following Resolution: 


Whereas, The House of Bishops, at its last meeting requested the 
Presiding Bishop to appoint a Committee “to develop a Council of this 
Church . . . to renew the Church for life in the world today”; and 


Whereas, This Committee believes that immediate reformation of the 
Episcopal Church’s life and structure will be aided by the recommenda- 
tions of the Mutual Responsibility Commission and other Reports; and 
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Whereas, The Committee has come to an increasing conviction that 
a more basic process for the renewal of human life is needed and is 
indeed already occurring in various communities and institutions, and 
that our Church must participate in this wider process if it is “to ‘draw 
on the best wisdom available” and seek to be itself a worthy agent of 
God in meeting the urgent needs of “life in the world today”; and 


Whereas, Preliminary soundings with several Churches in North 
America indicate a widespread desire to share in a broadly based process 
of renewal, which may culminate in a Council or series of Councils; 
therefore, be it 


Resolved, the House of Deputies concurring, That a Joint Commis- 
sion on Renewal be established, to continue explorations along the lines 
indicated in this Report, and that it report to the General Convention. 

Resolution adopted 
[Communicated to the House of Deputies by Message No. 39.] 


—————_—_4______. 


House of Deputies—Third Day 
Message No. 39 was received from the House of Bishops. 


It was referred to the Joint Committee on Committees and 
Commissions and placed on the Calendar. 


House of Deputies—Eighth Day 


The Rev. Mr. Curry of Western Massachusetts presented Report 
# 15 of the Joint Committee on Committees and Commissions, 
recommending that this House concur with the action of the House 
of Bishops in establishing a Joint Commission on Renewal, with 
the following Amendment: 


Insert, between the two clauses of the Resolution, the following clause: 
“that its membership be broadened on the initiative of the Presiding 
Bishop” 

so that the Resolution shall read, 


Resolved, the House of Deputies concurring, That a Joint Commission 
on Renewal be established, to continue explorations along the lines 
indicated in this Report, that its membership be broadened at the ini- 
tiative of the Presiding Bishop, and that it report to the next General 
Convention. 

The House concurred, with Amendments 


[Communicated to the House of Bishops by Message No. 146.] 


oo at Se 


House of Bishops—Ninth Day 


Message No. 146 was received from the House of Deputies. 


~ 
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The Bishop of Massachusetts moved that the House concur. 
The House concurred 


[Communicated to the House of Deputies by Message No. 210.] 


Roman Catholic Relations 


House of Bishops—Second Day 


The Bishop of Milwaukee, for the Committee on Ecumenical 
Relations, recommended favorable action on Resolution # 5 of the 
Joint Commission on Ecumenical Relations, as follows: 


Whereas, The conversations of the Joint Commission on Ecumenical 
Relations with the official representatives of the Roman Catholic Church 
have moved significantly toward theological understanding and common 
Christian witness; now, therefore, be it 


Resolved, the House of Deputies concurring, That this dialogue be 
strongly endorsed and that the Joint Commission be instructed to con- 
tinue explorations toward theological agreement and effective working 
relationships with the Roman Catholic Church; and be it further 


Resolved, the House of Deputies concurring, That the Joint Commis- 
sion relate the conversations in the United States to the world-wide 
dialogue between the Roman Catholic Church and the Anglican Com- 
munion and include in its Report and recommendations to the next 
General Convention the developments from this wider consultation. 

Resolution adopted 


[Communicated to the House of Deputies by Message No. 43.] 


——_—_—>————_ 


House of Deputies—Third Day 


Message No. 43 was received from the House of Bishops and 
referred to the Committee on Ecumenical Relations. 


House of Deputies—Seventh Day 


The Rev. Mr. O’Leary of Western Michigan presented Report 
# 5 of the Committee on Ecumenical Relations, and recommended 
that the House concur with the action of the House of Bishops in 
respect of relations with the Roman Catholic Church. 

The House concurred 

[Communicated to the House of Bishops by Message No. 103.] 


Rural Regional Councils 
House of Deputies—Fourth Day 
The Rev. Mr. Ortmayer of Milwaukee presented Report + 2 of 
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the Committee on Rural Work, with reference to HD 329, a Reso- 
lution sponsored by the Rev. Mr. Wiedrich of Northern Michigan. 


The Rev. Mr. Ortmayer moved the following Resolution: 


Whereas, The Presiding Bishop has challenged the Church to minister 
to persons living in conditions of severe economic and social depriva- 
tion; and 


Whereas, Over half the people living in poverty in the United States 
are in rural areas; and 


Whereas, Under provisions of Title V of the Public Works and Eco- 
nomic Development Act of 1965, the Federal Government has desig- 
nated several Economic Development Regions as a means to meet these 
needs; and 


Whereas, The Church has successfully demonstrated, through “Ap- 
palachia South, Incorporated”, that a regional approach to the Church’s 
ministry to persons in need can be effective and helpful; therefore, be it 


Resolved, the House of Bishops concurring, That the 62nd General 
Convention commend the work of Appalachia South, Incorporated, and 
encourage its further support and development as an effective way for 
the Episcopal Church ‘to express its concern for the needs of people in 
Appalachia, and be it further 


Resolved, the House of Bishops concurring, That the Home Depart- 
ment of the Executive Council provide staff assistance to enable Dio- 
ceses in other Economic Development Regions, such as the Upper 
Great Lakes or the Ozarks, to organize for regional planning, and to 
co-operate with governmental and other agencies to meet human needs 
in these areas. 


Resolution adopted 
[Communicated to the House of Bishops by Message No. 63.] 


House of Bishops—Fifth Day 
Message No. 63 was received from the House of Deputies. 


The Bishop of Northwest Texas moved that the House concur. 
The House concurred 
[Communicated to the House of Deputies by Message No. 87.] 


Secretary of the General Convention 


House of Deputies—Second Day 


The Rev. Mr. Woodward of West Missouri presented Report 
+# 24 of the Committee on the Dispatch of Business, and moved the 
following Resolution: 
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Resolved, the House of Bishops concurring, That, pursuant to Canon 
1, Section 1 (j), the Secretary of the House of Deputies be, and he is 
hereby, elected Secretary of the General Convention. — , 
~ Resolution adopted 
[Communicated to the House of Bishops by Message No. 13.] 


— 


House of Bishops—Third Day 
Message No. 13 was received from the House of Deputies. 


The Bishop of Honolulu moved that the House concur. 
The House concurred 
[Communicated to the House of Deputies by Message No. 50.] 


Sexuality, Human—Christian Attitudes 


House of Deputies—Third Day 


The Rev. Mr. Mollegen of Virginia presented Report # 8 of the 
Committee on Christian Social Relations, in respect of HD 12 and 
HD 13, being Resolutions + 1 and + 2 proposed by the Joint 
Commission on the Church in Human Affairs, on the subject of 
human sexuality and Christian attitudes concerning it, as follows: 


Your Committee on Christian Social Relations, to whom was referred 
HD 12 and HD 13, being Resolutions # 1 and # 2 of the Joint 
Commission on the Church in Human Affairs, begs leave to report that 
it has considered the same, made certain amendments therein and re- 
visions and rearrangements thereof, combined them, and recommends 
their adoption as so modified. 


The Committee therefore offers the following Resolution: 


Whereas, Man having been created a sexual being, sexuality is of 
the very nature of life and is good; and 


_ Whereas, Attitudes about sexuality should be focused less on spe- 
cific sexual acts and more upon the development of human personality 
and relationships in the context of social responsibility; and 


Whereas, With respect to civil laws which govern social conduct, a 
distinction should be made between those laws which are necessary 
for the protection of society and those which attempt to regulate 
private moral choice; therefore, be it 


Resolved, the House of Bishops concurring, That the General Con- 
vention instruct the Executive Council to 
1. Initiate studies to determine the attitude of the Church with 
respect to birth control, contraception, abortion, sterilization, 
illegitimacy, divorce and remarriage, pre-marital, post-marital, 
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and extra-marital sexual behavior, sexual behavior of single 
adults and homosexuality; and to 

2. Develop an educational program designed to communicate 
such attitudes to the Church at large. 


It was moved and seconded that the Report be re-committed. 
Motion carried 


House of Deputies—Fourth Day 


The Rev. Mr. Mollegen again presented Report # 8 of the 
Committee on Christian Social Relations. 


It was moved and seconded that the matter be made a Special 
Order of Business at a time certain. 


Motion carried 
Placed on Calendar 


The Rev. Mr. Woodward of West Missouri presented Report 
+ 39 of the Committee on Dispatch of Business and moved a 
Resolution setting a Special Order of Business for the consideration 
of the subject of human sexuality at 10:00 a.m. on the Fifth Day. 

Resolution adopted - 


House of Deputies—Fifth Day 


The time for a Special Order of Business having arrived, Item 
# 24 was taken from the Calendar, being Report # 8 of the 
Committee on Christian Social Relations. 


The Rev. Mr. Mollegen moved the adoption of the Resolution. 


Mr. Worsham of Dallas moved to amend the Resolution by 
striking item (2) thereof and substituting the following: 


(2) Communicate its conclusions to the Joint Commission on the 
Church in Human Affairs, so that the said Commission may make rec- 
ommendations to the next General Convention. 


Amendment not adopted 


Mr. Pederson of Oregon moved to amend the same portion of the 
Resolution by striking the word “such” and inserting the words, 
“declared by the General Convention or the House of Bishops”, 
after the word “attitudes’’, so that the clause would read, 


(2) Develop an educational program designed to communicate attitudes 
declared by the General Convention or the House of Bishops to the 
Church at large. 

Amendment not adopted 


The Rev. Mr. Vogel of Milwaukee moved to amend Clause (1) 
of the Resolution, so that the same would read, 


. 
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(1) Initiate studies to express Christian attitudes with respect to birth- 
control; contraception; abortion; sterilization; illegitimacy; divorce and 
re-marriage; marital, pre-marital, post-marital, and extra-marital sexual 
behavior; sexual behavior of single adults; and homosexuality; 
‘Amendment adopted 


The Rev. Mr. Leach of Arkansas moved to further amend Clause 
(1) by adding “prostitution” to the list of subjects to be studied. 


The motion to amend was not seconded. 


The previous question was moved. 
Motion carried 


The Resolution, as amended, was put. 


The Deputies of East Carolina demanded a vote by orders and 
Dioceses. 


Two Clerical Deputations requested that they be polled, with 
the following results: 


Arizona West Virginia 
Fowler—No Bartlett—Yes 
Crawford—Yes Mycoff—Yes 
Long—Yes Callahan—Yes 
Blackburn—Yes Vote: Yes Bane—No Vote: Yes 


The result of the vote by orders and Dioceses was announced, as 
follows: 
Clerical: Ayes, 7642; Noes, 5; Divided, 4. 
Lay: Ayes, 6642; Noes, 12; Divided, 7. 
Resolution, as amended, adopted 
[Communicated to the House of Bishops by Message No. 83.] 





>— 


House of Bishops—Sixth Day 


Message No. 83 was received from the House of Deputies and 
referred to the Committee on Social and International Affairs. 


House of Bishops—Seventh Day 


The Suffragan Bishop of Washington reported for the Committee 
on Social and International Affairs, and moved concurrence with 
Message No. 83 of the House of Deputies. 


The Bishop Coadjutor of Alabama moved to amend, by adding, 
at the end of the Resolution, the words, “after study and approval 
of the members of the Executive Council, with competent theologi- 
cal assistance.” 

Amendment adopted 
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The Question was put, “Shall this House concur, with Amend- 
ments, with the House of Deputies in the action communicated in 
their Message No. 83?” 

The House concurred, with Amendments 


[Communicated to the House of Deputies by Message No. 133.] 


House of Deputies—Seventh Day 
Message No. 133 was received from the House of Bishops. 


It was moved and seconded that the House concur with the House 
of Bishops in amending the action communicated in House of 
Deputies Message No. 83. 

The House concurred 


[Communicated to the House of Bishops by Message No. 116.] 


Southern Africa—Investments 
House of Bishops—Ninth Day 


The Suffragan Bishop of Washington, for the Committee on 
Social and International Affairs, moved the following Resolution: 


Whereas, In 1964, the 61st General Convention and the Triennial 
Meeting of the Women of the Church passed Resolutions against racist 
laws and the practice of apartheid in South Africa; and 

Whereas, In 1965, the Executive Council urged this country’s support 
of United Nations sanctions against the illegal regime in Rhodesia; and 

Whereas, In 1966, the Executive Council called upon national and 
diocesan officials and parish vestries to consider the moral dilemma we 
face by virtue of our investments in Southern Africa; therefore, be it 

Resolved, the House of Deputies concurring, That this General Con- 
vention re-affirm and endorse, respectively, these Resolutions; and be it 
further 

Resolved, the House of Deputies concurring, That this General Con- 
vention call upon the officials of this Church at all levels to review the 
Church’s economic involvement in banks and corporations which do 
business in the following countries: Republic of South Africa, Rhodesia, 
Mozambique, Angola, and South West Africa; and urge the above- 
mentioned officials and the Executive Council of the Episcopal Church 
to exercise responsible stewardship over the funds entrusted to their 
care; and be it further 

Resolved, the House of Deputies concurring, That the Executive 
Council implement this action and report to the Sixty-Third General 
Convention concerning the appropriate steps taken. 

Resolution adopted 


[Comumunicated to the House of Deputies by Message No. 212.] 


~ 
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House of Deputies—Ninth Day 
Message No. 212 was received from the House of Bishops. 


It was moved and seconded that the House concur. 
The House concurred 
[Communicated to the House of Bishops by Message No. 191.] 


‘ Social Services for the Poor 


House of Deputies—Third Day 


The Rev. Mr. Mollegen of Virginia presented Report # 5 of the 
Committe on Christian Social Relations, with reference to HD 216, 
a Resolution proposed in a Memorial from the Episcopal Action 
Group on Poverty, on the subject of social services for poor people. 


The Rev. Mr. Mollegen moved the following Resolution: 


Resolved, the House of Bishops concurring, That this General Con- 
vention record the following convictions: 

1. That the elimination of poverty from our society requires that 
multiple social services of all types be generally available. 

2. That to be truly effective, and to avoid duplication and over- 
lapping of services, social-welfare activities looking toward the elimi- 
nation of poverty should be carried on co-operatively by means of a 
voluntarily established partnership between public agencies; private, 
non-sectarian, health-and-welfare institutions; and Church-related 
health-and-welfare services. 

3. That Church-related agencies involved in service to the poor 
should not only advocate the rights of the poor, but should also en- 
courage the poor to participate in the furnishing of such service. 

4. That Church-related agencies should establish programs de- 
signed to improve public knowledge of the extent, character, and 
availability of social services for the poor; and designed increasingly 
to involve the local poor in the provision of such services. 

Resolution adopted 


[Communicated to the House of Bishops by Message No. 55.] 


House of Bishops—Fourth Day 
Message No. 55 was received from the House of Deputies. 


The Suffragan Bishop of Washington moved that the House 
concur. 


The House concurred 
[Communicated to the House of Deputies by Message No. 81.] 
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Special Convention 
House of Deputies—Seventh Day 


Mr. Worsham of Dallas presented Report # 27 of the Commit- 
tee on Structure, with reference to HD 56, a Resolution calling for 
an adjourned session of this 62nd General Convention, proposed by 
the Mutual Responsibility Commission, as follows: 


It is the view of your Committee that there will remain, after the 
conclusion of this session of the General Convention, many items of 
importance to this Church which will not have received the attention to 
which they are entitled; but that constitutional, canonical, and practical 
questions are such that a Special Meeting would be more appropriate 
than a recessed meeting. Accordingly, your Committee presents the 
following Resolution: 

Resolved, That the House of Deputies recommend to the Presiding 
Bishop, and the Bishops of the Church generally, that they call a 
Special Meeting of the General Convention, at a suitable date in the 
Summer of 1969, to deal with matters which should at that time 
receive attention; and that, in preparation of an agenda, there be 
consultation with the President of the House of Deputies. 


The Rev. Mr. Pearson of Springfield presented Report # 2 of 
the Joint Committee on an Adjourned Convention, which recom- 
mended similar action. 

Resolution adopted 
(Aye 392—No 238) 
[Communicated to the House of Bishops by Message No. 160.] 





o— 


House of Bishops—Ninth Day 
Message No. 160 was received from the House of Deputies. 


Inasmuch as the House of Bishops had taken independent action 
in the matter, no action was necessary in respect of the Message 
from the House of Deputies. 


[Communicated to the House of Deputies by Message No. 215.] 





+ 


House of Bishops—Eighth Day 
The following Resolution was moved and seconded: 
Whereas, This Convention, in the allotted time, has been unable to 


complete consideration of all of the matters of importance before it, 
namely, in the realm of tenure, consideration of the Council of Renewal, 
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the Office of a Deacon, adequate study of the Report on Theological 
Education, and the place of the laity; and : 

Whereas, It is anticipated that prompt consideration of matters re- 
ferred by the Lambeth Conference of 1968 will be requested of this 
Church; therefore, be it A 

Resolved, That we, the undersigned Bishops, request the Presiding 
Bishop to call a Special’ Meeting of the General Convention in the 
Summer of 1969, at a place and time to be designated by him. 


The petition was signed by a majority of the members of the 
House of Bishops. | 


[Communicated to the House of Deputies by Message No. 169.] 


House of Deputies—Ninth Day 
Message No. 169 was received from the House of Bishops. 


No action was required. 


Stewardship Statement 
House of Deputies—Fourth Day 


Mr. Ikard of New Mexico and Southwest Texas presented Report 
+ 2 of the Committee on Stewardship, in respect of HD 345, a 
Resolution sponsored by Mr. Causey of Virginia, which called upon 
the General Convention to endorse and adopt the “Statement About 
Stewardship” that had been adopted by the House of Bishops in 
1966. 


Mr. Ikard moved the following Resolution: 


Resolved, the House of Bishops concurring, That this 62nd General 
Convention adopt for its own and commend to the Church at large, as 
a suitable beginning-point for developing a theology of Stewardship, the 
paper entitled, “A Statement About Stewardship”, adopted by the House 
of Bishops at its Special Meeting of October 23-27, 1966, in Wheeling, 
West Virginia; which Statement, appearing in Part IV, pages 31.1-4 of 
thls Journal, is, by reference, made a part of this Resolution; and be it 
urther 

Resolved, the House of Bishops concurring, That this theological 
Statement, together with a broader explication of the scope of Christian 
Stewardship, provide the basis for the Church-wide program of Steward- 
ship-education called for by the elected members of the Executive Coun- 
cil in February of 1966. 


Resolution adopted 
[Communicated to the House of Bishops by Message No. 75.] 
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House of Bishops—Sixth Day 
Message No. 75 was received from the House of Deputies. 
The Bishop of Florida moved that the House concur. 


The House concurred 
[Communicated to the House of Deputies by Message No. 117.] 


Stewardship-Education Officer 
House of Deputies—Fifth Day 


Mr. Ikard of New Mexico and Southwest Texas presented Report 
+# 11 of the Committee on Stewardship, and moved the following 
Resolution: 


Resolved, the House of Bishops concurring, That the Executive Coun- 
cil’s authorization of a Stewardship-Education Officer be endorsed, and 
that the office be continued during the triennium, 1968 through 1970, 
so that an intensive Church-wide program of Stewardship-education 
may be carried out. 

Resolution adopted 


{Communicated to the House of Bishops by Message No. 82.] 


$e 


House of Bishops—Sixth Day 


Message No. 82 was received from the House of Deputies and 
referred to the Committee on Memorials and Petitions. 


House of Bishops—Eighth Day 


The Bishop of Chicago, for the Committee on Memorials and 
Petitions, moved that the House concur with the House of Deputies 
in the matter conveyed by Message No. 82. 

The House concurred 

[Communicated to the House of Deputies by Message No. 182.] 


Structure of the Church 
House of Deputies—Eighth Day 


The Rev. Mr. Curry of Western Massachusetts presented Report 
# 5 of the Joint Committee on Committees and Commissions, in 
respect of HD 42, a Resolution proposed by the Joint Commission 
on the Structure of the General Convention and Provinces, as 
follows: 
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Your Committee hopes that, in the near fifozos there will be one 
single Joint Commission on Renewal, Structure, and Long-Range Plan- 
ning. 

The Committee recommends the adoption of the following Resolution: 


Resolved, the House of Bishops concurring, That the Joint Commis- 
sion on Structure of the General Convention and Provinces be re- 
named the Joint Commission on the Structure of the Church, and 
that it be continued during the next triennium; that such Joint Com- 
mission be composed of three Bishops, three Presbyters, and six Lay 
Persons; and that, so far as feasible, its members be representative of 
each of ‘the Provinces. 


Resolution adopted 
[Communicated to the House of Bishops by Message No. 134.] 


—_——— SS 


House of Bishops—Ninth Day 
Message No. 134 was received from the House of Deputies. 


The Bishop of West Virginia moved that the House concur. 
The House concurred 
[Communicated to the House of Deputies by Message No. 191] 


Taxation of Certain Church Property 
House of Bishops—Seventh Day 


The Bishop Coadjutor of Alabama, for the Committee on Social 
and International Affairs, moved a Resolution on the subject of the 
suitability of the taxation of Church properties held for income- 
producing purposes. 


It was moved and seconded that the matter be re-committed. 
Motion carried 


The Suffragan Bishop of Washington, for the Committee, brought 
in and moved an amended form of the Resolution, as follows: 


Whereas, The Church renders many needed services to individuals 
and to society in the various communities in which it is at work, and 
its properties are widely made available to other organizations for the 
providing of such services, making contributions which are valuable to 
community life and culture; and 

Whereas, Many Church bodies own income-producing properties not 
used for religious purposes or non-profit community service, or operate 
businesses for profit; therefore, be it 

Resolved, the House of Deputies concurring, That this General Con- 
vention record its conviction that Church property used for income- 
producing purposes should be subject to taxation; and that Church 
organizations should voluntarily pay proper taxes on such property. 
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Bishop Mitchell moved to amend, by striking the word “volun- 
tarily” in the second clause of the Resolution. 
Amendment not adopted 


Bishop Pike moved to amend, by inserting the words, ‘“‘and the 
income therefrom”, after the words “income-producing purposes”, 
in the first clause of the Resolution. 

Amendment not adopted 


Bishop Pike then moved to amend, by striking the second clause 
of the Resolution and substituting therefor the following clause: 
“and the Church organizations be encouraged to pay appropriate 
amounts in lieu of taxes”. 

Amendment not adopted 


Bishop Pike moved, finally, to amend, by inserting the words, 
“be encouraged to pay” between the words “should” and “volun- 
tarily” in the second clause of the Resolution. 

Amendment not adopted 


The previous question was moved. 
Motion carried 


The original Resolution with its preamble was put to a vote. 
Resolution adopted 
[Communicated to the House of Deputies by Message No. 139.] 





—o— 


House of Deputies—Seventh Day 


Message No. 139 was received from the House of Bishops and 
referred to the Committee on National and International Problems. 


House of Deputies—Ninth Day 


The Rev. Mr. Pollard of Tennessee presented Report # 16 of 
the Committee on National and International Problems, and moved 
that the House concur. 

The House did not concur 

[Communicated to the House of Bishops by Message No. 194.] 


Technology, Medical and Scientific—Issues Raised by 


House of Deputies—Third Day 


The Rev. Mr. Mollegen of Virginia presented Report # 4 of 
the Committee on Christian Social Relations, with reference to 
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HD 16, a Resolution on the subject of the moral and theological 
issues arising out of the advances in medical and scientific tech- 
nology, which Resolution had been proposed by the Joint Commis- 
sion on the Church in Human Affairs. : 


The Rev. Mr. Mollegen moved a Resolution, somewhat amended 
from that proposed, as follows: 


Resolved, the House of Bishops concurring, That the Executive Coun- 
cil be instructed to carry out a study, with the aid of physicians, scien- 
tists, and clergymen, of the moral issues raised, and likely to be raised, 
by present and prospective advances in scientific and medical technol- 
ogy, and report the results thereof to the 63rd General Convention, 
through the Joint Commission on the Church and Human Affairs. 

Resolution adopted 


[Communicated to the House of Bishops by Message No. 54.] 


a 


House of Bishops—Fourth Day 
Message No. 54 was received from the House of Deputies. 


The Bishop of Kentucky moved that the House concur. 
The House concurred 
[Communicated to the House of Deputies by Message No. 69.] 


Theological Education, Board for 
House of Bishops—Third Day 


The Bishop of North Carolina, Chairman of the Joint Commission 
on Education for Holy Orders, moved the following Resolution: 


Whereas, The selection, calling, and equipping of able candidates for 
the ministry has always been one of the tasks of the Church; and 

Whereas, In our changing society, new ways need to be found for the 
sili bane education, and training of such candidates for the ministry; 
an 

Whereas, Because of rapidly mounting costs, ways need to be found 
for financing theological education on the national level; and 

Whereas, Theological education, both for clergymen and laymen, is 
a concern of the whole Church; therefore, be it 

Resolved, the House of Deputies concurring, That the General Con- 
vention of the Protestant Episcopal Church in the U.S.A. accept the 
Report sponsored by the Episcopal Church Foundation and endorse its 
. call for action by the whole Church; and, further toward this end, be it 

Resolved, the House of Deputies concurring, That the Presiding 
Bishop be requested to appoint a Board for Theological Education; 
the said Board to work under the Presiding Bishop and report regularly 
to the General Convention and to consist of nine members appointed 
for terms of six years; except that, in the first triennium, four shall be 
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appointed for three-year terms and five for six-year terms, and, there- 
after, all for six-year terms; and be it further 

Resolved, the House of Deputies concurring, that this General Con- 
vention appropriate 

$25,000.00 for 1968 

$100,000.00 for 1969 

$125,000.00 for 1970 
to implement this work. 


The matter was debated. 


The Bishop of West Virginia moved to amend, by adding, in the 
second “‘Resolved”’ clause, after the words, “The General Conven- 
tion”, the words, ‘“‘and to the House of Bishops”. 

Amendment adopted 


Bishop Campbell then moved that further consideration be post- 
poned, to permit of the printing of the Resolution as amended. 
Motion carried 


Later in the Third Day, discussion of the Board for Theological 
Education was resumed. 


The Bishop of Bethlehem moved, in amendment, that, in the last 
“Resolved” clause, the words, “That this General Convention ap- 
propriate’’, be stricken; and that, in lieu thereof, the following words 
be placed: “That there be appropriated in the General Church 
Program”. 

Amendment adopted 


The Bishop of Lexington moved that another “Resolved” clause 
be added, to read as follows: 


and be it further 

Resolved, the House of Deputies concurring, That the powers of the 
said Board for Theological Education not extend beyond the powers 
of persuasion. 


Amendment not adopted 


The Bishop of Ohio moved the previous question. 
Motion carried 


The Resolution, as amended, was put to a vote. 
Resolution adopted 
[Communicated to the House of Deputies by Message No. 49.] 


Oh 


House of Deputies—Third Day 


Message No. 49 was received from the House of Bishops, and 
referred to the Committee on Theological Education and, as to the 
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last “Resolved” clause, to the Joint Committee on Program and 
Budget. 


House of Deputies—Fifth Day 


The Rev. Mr. Coburn of Massachusetts presented Report # 3 of 
the Committee on Theological Education, which recommended that 
the House concur. 


Mr. Nave of Lexington moved that the second “Resolved” clause 
be amended as follows: 


1. Strike the words, “That the Presiding Bishop be requested to ap- 
point”, and substitute therefor the words, “That the General Conven- 
tion elect”. . 
2. Substitute the word “elected” for “appointed” and “three” for “six”. 
3. Place a full stop after the word “years”, and strike the balance of 
the sentence. 

Amendment not adopted 


The Rev. Mr. Estill of Kentucky moved to amend the same clause, 
by substituting the word “nominate” for “appoint”; by substituting 
the word “elected” for “appointed”; and by inserting, after the 
words, “six years”, the words, “by the House of Deputies”. 

Amendment not adopted 


It was moved and seconded, 


That there be inserted, in the second “Resolved” clause, after the words, 
“Theological Education”, the words, “approved by the Executive Coun- 


’ 


cil”. 
Amendment adopted 
The Question, to concur with Amendments, was put to a vote. 


The House concurred, with Amendments 
[Communicated to the House of Bishops by Message No. 85.] 


House of Bishops—Sixth Day 
Message No. 85 was received from the House of Deputies. 


The Bishop of North Carolina moved that the House concur with 
the House of Deputies in the amendment proposed in their Message 
No. 85. 

The House concurred 

[Communicated to the House of Deputies by Message No. 119.] 
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Theological Sunday Offering 
House of Bishops—First Day 


The Bishop of North Carolina, Chairman of the Joint Commission 
on Education for Holy Orders, moved the following Resolution, 
which had been proposed by the said Joint Commission in its Report 
to this General Convention; to wit: 

Resolved, the House of Deputies concurring, That the General Con- 
vention call upon every parish and mission of the Church to observe 
Theological Education Sunday in a manner befitting the need, and to 
take an offering on that or another day, or to place an item for theo- 
logical education in its budget, for the support of the Church’s semi- 
naries. 

Resolution adopted 

[Communicated to the House of Deputies by Message No. 11.] 


House of Deputies—First Day 
Message No. 11 was received from the House of Bishops. 


It was moved and seconded that the House concur. 
The House concurred 
[Communicated to the House of Bishops by Message No. 24.] 


Treasurer of the General Convention 


House of Deputies—Third Day 


The Rev. Mr. Madison of Maryland presented Report # 2 of 
the Joint Committee to Nominate for the Office of Treasurer of the 
General Convention, recommending, unanimously, that the incum- 
bent, 


Richard P. Kent, Jr., of Long Island, 


be elected Treasurer of the General Convention. 
Mr. Kent elected 
[Communicated to the House of Bishops by Message No. 34.] 


House of Bishops—Fourth Day 


Message No. 34 was received from the House of Deputies. 
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Bishop Swift moved that the House concur in electing Mr. Kent 
as Treasurer of the General Convention. 
The House concurred 
[Communicated to the House of Deputies by Message No. 65.] 


Treasurer’s Records 
House of Deputies—First Day 


Mr. Kent of Long Island, Treasurer of the General Convention, 
moved the following Resolution, being HD 304: 


Resolved, the House of Bishops concurring, That the Treasurer be, 
and he hereby is, empowered to discard old deposit slips, canceled 
checks, vouchers, receipts, correspondence, and any other papers per- 
taining to years prior to the six years last preceding, excepting account 
books and any other items he shall deem to be appropriate to retain. 

Resolution adopted 
[Communicated to the House of Bishops by Message No. 8.] 


House of Bishops—Second Day 
Message No. 8 was received from the House of Deputies. 


It was moved and seconded that the House concur. 


The House concurred 
[Communicated to the House of Deputies by Message No. 22.] 


Trial Use—Reports 
House of Bishops—Second Day 


The Bishop Coadjutor of Louisiana, for the Committee on the 
Prayer Book, moved the adoption of Resolution # 13, proposed 
by the Standing Liturgical Commission, as follows: 


Resolved, the House of Deputies concurring, That, in order to secure 
an accurate knowledge of the experience and mind of the Church in 
respect of those matters now authorized for trial use in accordance with 
the provisions of Clause (b) of Article X. of the Constitution, every 
parish priest, or minister in charge of a mission congregation, or per- 
son charged with the ordering of public worship in any Cathedral 
Church, religious house, institution, or agency of this Church where 
these materials shall be used, make report or reports thereon during 
the triennium to the Standing Liturgical Commission; and be it further 
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Resolved, the House of Deputies concurring, That each diocesan 
and missionary Bishop be requested to appoint, in and for his jurisdic- 
tion, a Committee through which the said reports may be the more 
conveniently channeled to the Standing Liturgical Commission. 


Resolution adopted 
[Communicated to the House of Deputies by Message No. 33.] 


re 


House of Deputies—Second Day 


Message No. 33 was received from the House of Bishops and 
referred to the Committee on the Book of Common Prayer. 


House of Deputies—Third Day 


The Rev. Mr. Lemoine of Long Island presented Report # 14 
of the Committee on the Book of Common Prayer, recommending 
that the House concur. 

The House concurred 

[Communicated to the House of Bishops by Message No. 46.] 


Trial-Use Rites—Translation 
House of Bishops—Second Day 


The Bishop Coadjutor of Louisiana, for the Committee on the 
Prayer Book, moved the adoption of Resolution # 11, proposed by 
the Standing Liturgical Commission, as follows: 


Resolved, the House of Deputies concurring, That whenever the Gen- 
eral Convention shall authorize for trial use throughout this Church 
a proposed revision of the Book of Common Prayer, or of any portion 
thereof, said authorization be understood to extend to translations of 
such Book or portions thereof; Provided, that any translation as afore- 
said shall require the authorization of the Custodian of the Standard 
Book of Common Prayer, certifying that he, or some person appointed 
by him, has compared such translation with a certified copy of the text 
that has been duly authorized for trial use by the General Convention 
and that it conforms to the sense thereof. 

Resolution adopted 
[Communicated to the House of Deputies by Message No. 317.] 


———¢—_____ 


House of Deputies—Second Day 


Message No. 31 was received from the House of Bishops and 
referred to the Committee on the Book of Common Prayer. 
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House of Deputies—Third Day 


The Rev. Mr. Lemoine of Long Island presented Report # 12 of 
the Committee on the Book of Common Prayer, recommending that 
the House concur. 

The House concurred 

[Communicated to the Hause of Bishops by Message No. 45.] 


Viable Diocese Criteria 
House of Deputies—Third Day 


The Rev. Mr. Herman of North Carolina, Chairman, and Mr. 
Harter of Rochester, Secretary, presented Reports # 5 and # 6 of 
the Committee on the Admission of New Dioceses, in respect of the 
Report of the Special Committee on Diocesan Boundaries, and 
moved the following Resolutions: 


1. Criteria for a Viable Diocese in the U.S.A. 


Resolved, the House of Bishops concurring, That the General Con- 
vention of the Protestant Episcopal Church in the U.S.A. accept and 
adopt the “Criteria for a Viable Diocese in the U.S.A.” (See Part IV, 
pages 15.4-14), commend them for use by the several jurisdictions of 
this Church, and request each diocesan Bishop to appoint a Committee 
to effect their early implementation. 

Resolution adopted 
[Communicated to the House of Bishops by Message No. 51.] 


2. Standards of Viability for Overseas Jurisdictions 


Resolved, the House of Bishops concurring, That the General Con- 
vention of the Protestant Episcopal Church in the U.S.A. accept and 
adopt the standards of viability for overseas Dioceses (See Part IV, 
page 15.19 and following), commend them for use by the several 
overseas jurisdictions, and request each Missionary Bishop concerned 
to appoint a committee to effect their early implementation. 

Resolution adopted 
[Communicated to the House of Bishops by Message No. 52.] 


gis Deuba: pe bl 32 
House of Bishops—Fourth Day 


Messages No. 51 and No. 52 were received from the House of 
Deputies. 


The Bishop of Chicago moved that the House concur with Mes- 
sage No. 51, in respect of Criteria for a Viable Diocese in the U.S.A. 


The House concurred 
[Communicated to the House of Deputies by Message No. 67.] 
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The Vice-President of the Executive Council and Director of the 
Overseas Department moved that the House concur with Message 
No, 52, in respect of Standards of Viability for Overseas Juris- 
dictions. 

The House concurred 

[Communicated to the House of Deputies by Message No. 68.] 


OO 


House of Deputies—First Day 


The Rev. Mr. Crawford of Arizona presented Report + 2 of the 
Committee on Missions, with reference to HD 7, a Resolution con- 
cerning the Criteria for a Viable Diocese, proposed by the Special 
Committee on Diocesan Boundaries. 


The Rev. Mr. Crawford moved the adoption of HD 7, as follows: 
Resolved, the House of Bishops concurring, That the Executive Coun- 
cil be directed, through its appropriate Departments and General Divi- 


sions, to assist each jurisdiction to undertake a serious self-evaluation 
in terms of the Criteria for a Viable Diocese. 


Resolution adopted 
[Communicated to the House of Bishops by Message No. 15.] 


——— ee 


House of Bishops—Third Day 
Message No. 15 was received from the House of Deputies. 
The Bishop of Chicago moved that the House concur. 


The Bishop of West Missouri moved to amend, by inserting the 
words, “‘if desired”’, after the word “‘jurisdiction’’. 


After much discussion, Bishop Welles withdrew his amendment. 


The previous question was moved, 
Motion carried 


The motion to concur was put. 
The House concurred 
[Communicated to the House of Deputies by Message No. 52.] 
Viet Nam 
House of Bishops—First Day 


The Bishop Coadjutor of Central New York, from the floor, 
moved the following Resolution: 


ip 
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Resolved, the House of Deputies concurring, That a Joint Committee 
of the Convention be appointed to make recommendation to the General 
Convention for a statement on Viet Nam. 

Resolution adopted 


[Communicated to the House of Deputies by Message No. 4.] 


Or 


House of Deputies—First Day 


Message No. 4 was received from the House of Bishops and 
referred to the Committee on National and International Problems 
and to the Joint Committee on Committees and Commissions. 


House of Deputies—Second Day 


The Rev. Mr. Pollard of Tennessee presented Report # 3 of the 
Committee on National and International Problems, as follows: 


Your Committee met and considered Message No. 4 from the House 
of Bishops, calling for the appointment of a special Joint Committee to 
which all questions relating to the involvement of the United States in 
Viet Nam would be referred. 

As an alternative to such action, which will achieve the purpose of 
the Message, this Committee has arranged with the corresponding Com- 
mittee of the House of Bishops to co-sponsor a public hearing on Viet 
Nam on Tuesday, September 19, 1967, at 4:00 p.m., at which a special 
Committee appointed by the Presiding Bishop will be invited to present 
its findings and to assist the Committees of both Houses in drawing up 
a Resolution for adoption by this General Convention; and to hear the 
views of other interested Bishops, Deputies, and other persons. 

In view of this action, your Committee recommends that this House 
not concur with Message No. 4 of the House of Bishops. 

The House did not concur 
[Communicated to the House of Bishops by Message No. 31.] 


———§_e—_____ 
House of Deputies—Eighth Day 


The Rev. Mr. Pollard of Tennessee presented Report # 11 of 
the Committee on National and International Problems, as follows: 


Your Committee has considered, in several meetings, a Memorial on 
the subject of the war in Viet Nam, prepared by 12 Bishops, 14 priests, 
and 10 laymen of distinction of this Church, which is an urgent plea 
to the General Convention to speak decisively and meaningfully on the 
war. This Memorial was referred to the Committee for action as HD 301, 
and was sponsored by the Rev. Mr. Krumm of New York. The 
Committee also had referred to it HD 368, a Resolution introduced 
by Mr. Eisenhart, of Washington, on the subject of War and Violence 
which addressed itself to this same matter. 

In its consideration of these Memorials, the Committee has had the 
benefit of extensive consultation with a special Committee, under the 
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chairmanship of Bishop Cole of Central New York, appointed by the 
Presiding Bishop to study this problem. We have depended largely on 
this Committee for the major work of drafting a statement on the war 
in Viet Nam and of individual Resolutions to be submitted for adoption 
by the General Convention. The Committee was also assisted in its 
consideration of this matter by a public hearing, which it sponsored 
ee with the House of Bishops’ Committee on Social and International 
airs. 

Your Committee has received with gratitude the carefully prepared 
Statement on the War in Viet Nam, drafted by the Presiding Bishop’s 
Special Committee, and subsequently modified by certain changes of 
wording, which were made in it, with the concurrence of that Committee. 
It is submitted and filed with this report and commended to the Church 
as a general statement of our Christian concern and anguish about the 
war in Viet Nam and as providing the context within which the follow- 
ing Resolutions are offered for action by the Convention. 


The Rev. Mr. Pollard then submitted, for inclusion in the Minutes, 
the Statement on the War in Viet Nam, as follows: 


We are gathered as the 62nd General Convention of The 
Episcopal Church in the United States at a critical time in 
history, with our country at war in Viet Nam. 

We know that we are members one of another, and that in 
the face of our common extremity and the apocalyptic danger 
of our time, each man is responsible for all men, that what 
each man is or does makes a difference to the fate of all men, 
that all mankind will survive together or go under together. 

We have sought to stand still and to think in humility; to 
confess our failures; to beg forgiveness for a multitude of 
sins,—for things done which ought not to have been done, for 
things not done which ought to have been done; and to look 
down in fear and trembling into the deep abyss where lives 
no man, no past, no present, no future, no history, where no 
light permeates, where nothing is but nothingness; and ask 
ourselves, what is there to do? where is there to go? in what, 
and in whom, are we, as Christian human beings, to put our 
trust? 

The Church was brought into the world to share in its 
misery, its tragedy, and its suffering; to bring hope and 
strength to man; to labor that man may have abundant life in 
peace, justice, and freedom. From its being and mission, the 
duty of the Church to speak, out of conscience, in matters of 
faith and morals is clear and cannot be avoided. Especially 
on an issue as crucial and grave as the war in Viet Nam, no 
dignified silence is possible. 

It is the essence of the Christian faith that all men and all 
nations come under the judgment of God and are required to 
live in peace and justice and with due regard for the rights and 
dignity of every human being. 

War is madness. It is the scourge, the disease, of all man- 
kind. War is obsolete; and if life is to continue on earth, all 
nations and all men must forthwith and without delay seek 
to accomplish its complete elimination as an instrument of 
national policy. 
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We hear the cry of all people, of mothers and fathers, wives 
and widows, the old generation and the new, crying for peace 
on earth. Particularly are we moved by the suffering of the 
people of Viet Nam. War always brings suffering, but in Viet 
Nam the suffering is intensified, because Vietnamese fights 
Vietnamese, there are few fixed battle lines, and friend and 
foe, combatant and civilian, are often indistinguishable. We 
acknowledge our share in the affliction of the suffering. 

At the same time, we recognize that the structure of civilized 
society rests on the use of force, but force subjected to reason 
and a rule of law. Force is only a part of that larger pattern of 
the social fabric which gives order and stability to a world of 
constant change. In a time of revolutionary and ever-accelerat- 
ing change, new burdens and new tensions are placed on all 
institutions. The crisis of today is how old institutional ways of 
doing things can be peaceably changed by reason and rational 
communication and without the use of brutal and arbitrary 
force. The crisis exists at both the national and international 
levels. We must not forget, however, that force, subjected to 
law and reason, lies at the base and foundation of civilized 
society. 

Three particular problems characterize the present situation 
and raise questions about it. 

1. The revolutionary nature of the world in which we live, 
involving as it does the legitimate aspirations of people for a 
better life. 

2. Communism, which now has diverse and changing forms, 
some of which permit us to hope for peaceful co-existence and 
increasing co-operation, holds itself out as the solution to the 
basic needs and aspirations of mankind. This fact has intensi- 
fied the division of the world into armed camps, each armed 
with nuclear weapons capable of destroying all life on earth. 
It shows itself in many baffling types of strategies, such as al- 
leged wars of liberation and the exploitation of discontents 
and injustices existing in new nations and under-developed 
areas of the earth. Although Communism is by no means 
monolithic, and is mixed with nationalism and other cultural 
factors, it still creates conditions of immense difficulty and 
complexity. 

3. Since World War II, a heavy burden of world leadership 
has shifted to the shoulders of the United States. We were ill- 
prepared for this task and must prosecute it with humility. 
The magnitude of our global responsibilities and commitments 
is incalculable. We have been thrust into the role of being a 
steward and guardian of freedom in the world, defending the 
faith that freedom makes a difference in the quality and good- 
ness of life, that freedom is a value of infinite importance to 
all men. We should seek to fulfill this role with political and 
social rather than military solutions. 

In this larger context, the war in Viet Nam is set. It is of 
small wonder that honest, dedicated, persons, including Chris- 
tians, differ about the wisdom and morality of our na- 
tion’s involvement in Viet Nam, about the means by which 
the war is waged, about the importance that can properly 
be placed upon such diverse factors as Asian nationalism, 
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economic injustice, land-reform, corruption in Saigon and 
brutality in villages; about the proper and wise course for us 
to follow in the future. Such differences are painfully evident 
within our Church and at this Convention. Indeed, no small 
part of our existential agony lies in our inability to agree 
among ourselves upon an issue that seems so clear and stark 
to many of our most sensitive people. We take comfort from 
the knowledge that the whole truth is known only to God, that 
Christians are responsible only for using their best judgment 
in facing any condition or question and for exercising charity 
to those with whom they disagree. 


The Rev. Mr. Pollard moved 9 Resolutions, as follows: 


Whereas, It is evident that honest, dedicated, persons, including 
Christians, differ about the war in Viet Nam; about the wisdom and 
morality of our nation’s involvement in it; about the means by which 
war is waged; about the importance that can properly be placed upon 
such diverse factors as Asian nationalism, economic injustice, land- 
reform, corruption in Saigon, and brutality in the villages; about the 
proper and wise course for us to follow in the future; and 

Whereas, Such differences are painfully evident within our Church 
and at this General Convention, contributing substantially to our ex- 
istential agony, from our inability to agree among ourselves upon an 
issue that seems so clear and stark to many of our most sensitive people; 
and 

Whereas, This General Convention can only express those convic- 
tions about the current situation which it holds corporately, in the 
discharge of its Christian responsibility to exercise its best judgment 
in facing any condition or question, while exercising charity toward 
those who disagree; now, therefore, be it enacted as follows: 

1. Resolved, the House of Bishops concurring, That this General 
Convention express its gratitude for the loyalty, devotion, and self- 
sacrifice of all who serve in Viet Nam—members of the armed forces, 
diplomats and pacification workers, doctors, nurses, and chaplains— 
assuring them of our prayers and sympathy for all who have made or 
are making sacrifices in Viet Nam, for all who suffer there, as well as 
for those engaged in warfare against us; and pray further that the 
righteous will of God will direct and over-rule the sinful wills of men 
and use the agony of the present day for His good and peaceful purposes. 

2. Resolved, the House of Bishops concurring, That this General 
Convention call upon our government to continue to encourage dis- 
cussion and the development of fresh, new, ideas about alternative pos- 
sibilities in our search for a just and durable peace in Viet Nam; and, 
to further the possibility of such discussion, that openness and freedom 
for dissent be maintained in this country, in the belief that criticism 
of foreign policy is never out of order in a democratic society; save, 
perhaps, in the face of imminent threat to national survival; and that 
dissent must not be equated with treason or even disloyalty. 

3. Resolved, the House of Bishops concurring, That this General 
Convention support every effort of restraint by our governmental, 
political, and military leaders in the conduct of the war in Viet Nam, 
and urge that such restraint be continued, with extreme concern for the 
sensitivities and sufferings of the Vietnamese people. 

4. Resolved, the House of Bishops concurring, That this General 
Convention urge the continuation of sustained efforts, in spite of recent 
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rebuffs, to take the issues of the Vietnamese war to appropriate bodies 
of the United Nations through the Secretary General, U Thant, so that 
responsible world opinion may be*learned and heeded; and welcome 
the recent overtures of our Ambassador to the United Nations to this 
end. 

5. In our discussion of this problem, we found that members of the 
Committee on National and International Problems are of two minds 
regarding the cessation of bombing of North Viet Nam. In spite of our 
disagreements on this point, the Committee was, nevertheless, unani- 
mous in recommending the adoption of the following Resolution: 

Resolved, the House of Bishops concurring, That this General Con- 
vention urge upon all members of this Church the serious consider- 
ation of the appeals for peace made in the name of Christ by Pope 

Paul VI and the Archbishop of Canterbury, as well as the recommen- 

dations of the World Council of Churches and the National Council 

of Churches, all of which consider the stopping of the bombing of 

North Viet Nam to be a pre-requisite to fruitful negotiations and 

peace, to the end that the mind of a substantial portion of Christen- 

dom on this perplexing problem may be known to us in this Church. 

6. Resolved, the House of Bishops concurring, That this General 
Convention urge our nation to devote sums comparable to amounts 
being used for prosecuting the war in Viet Nam for relief and recon- 
struction, using Vietnamese and international agencies to administer 
such projects wherever practicable; urge common economic efforts by 
Asian nations; and accept whatever added burden of taxation may be 
necessary to achieve this objective. 

7. Resolved, the House of Bishops concurring, That this General 
Convention commend the work of the Viet Nam Christian Service, of 
which Church World Service is one of the chief components; and 
request the Executive Council to explore the recruitment of personnel 
and the securing of gifts for this agency through the Presiding Bishop’s 
Fund for World Relief and in other ways. 

8. Resolved, the House of Bishops concurring, That this General 
Convention express its deep concern with the convictions of those sub- 
ject to military draft who believe this war in Viet Nam to be wrong and 
their participation in it unjustified; and urge Dioceses and parishes to 
provide counseling and assistance for those torn between conflicting 
loyalties. 

9. Resolved, the House of Bishops concurring, That this General Con- 
vention reject as false the notion that waging a minor war in Viet Nam 
prevents adequate attention to the problem of curing urban blight and 
other social evils at home; assert its conviction that the nation possesses 
adequate resources for both; and plead that the necessary sacrifices not 
be allowed to fall on those least able to bear them, while the soul of 
the nation decays within. 


Mr. Morgan of Arizona, on behalf of a minority of the Committee 
on National and International Problems, moved the following Sub- 
stitute Resolution, in lieu of Resolutions # 1, # 3, and # 5, as 
recommended by the majority: 


Whereas, Christian conscience is troubled over the endorsement of 
war In any age, even under the traditional doctrine of the just war; and 
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Whereas, The conduct of any war in the nuclear age poses grave new 
problems of conscience for Christians and for all men of deep moral 
concern; and 

Whereas, Our consciences as Christians are particularly troubled 
by the growing terror of the undeclared war now raging in Viet Nam, 
a position which reflects the concern of His Holiness, Pope Paul VI, 
the Archbishop of Canterbury, the World Council of Churches, and the 
National Council of Churches; now, therefore be it 

Resolved, the House of Bishops concurring, That this 62nd General 
Convention of the Episcopal Church urge upon the President and the 
Congress of the United States that they cease the bombing of North 
Viet Nam and employ every other means of de-escalation in order to 
terminate the undeclared war in Viet Nam as soon as possible; and be 
it further 

Resolved, the House of Bishops concurring, That nothing in this state- 
ment should be construed as reflecting on the patriotism, honor, and 
devotion of all who serve this country and suffer in Viet Nam—soldiers, 
sailors, marines, airmen, diplomats and pacification workers, doctors, 
nurses, and chaplains—for whom we record our gratitude. 


A vote by orders and Dioceses was called for. Two Clerical and 
one Lay Deputation asked to be polled, with the following results: 


Rochester—Clerical 

Stivers—Yes 

Stiegler—Yes 

Gratiot—Absent 

Muir—No Vote: Yes 
South Florida—Clerical 

Reeves—Yes 

Folwell—yYes 

Brown—No 

Zimmerman—Absent Vote: Yes 
New York—Lay 


Morehouse—No 

Oliver—Yes 

Lawrence—No 

Welles—No Vote: No 


The vote by orders and Dioceses was announced, as follows: 


Clerical: Ayes, 3114; Noes, 44%; Divided, 10. 
Lay: Ayes, 534; Noes, 73¥%2; Divided, 6. 
Substitute not adopted 


The Rev. Mr. Woodward of West Missouri, for the Committee on 
the Dispatch of Business moved a Special Order, as follows: 


1. That debate be limited to 30 minutes. 
2. That each speaker be limited to 2 minutes. 
3. That no motion to cut off debate be in order until the 30-minute 
period has elapsed. E : 
Motion carried 
Mr. Ikard of New Mexico and Southwest Texas moved that the 
period of debate be extended until consideration of the matter be 
completed. : ; 
Motion carried 
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Mr. Lawrence of New York moved that Resolution #9 be 
stricken, 
Motion carried 


Mr. Thorp of Dallas moved a Substitute for the entire series of 
Resolutions, as follows: 


Resolved, the House of Bishops concurring, That this Church urge 
that every means at the command of our government be used honor- 
ably and promptly to end hostilities in Viet Nam, with justice for all 
people involved in the war or affected by it. 

Substitute not adopted 


The Rev. Mr. Leach of Arkansas, on behalf of the entire Clerical 
Deputation of that Diocese, moved the following Substitute: 


Whereas, There is no question whatsoever that all Christian men are 
opposed to war, but it is also an undebatable fact that sinful man is 
incapable of living in complete and total peace—war being a result of 
the fallen nature of man, and could only be done away with by the 
complete and total change of man’s sinful nature; and 

Whereas, Christian understanding of man is that he is sinful, incapa- 
ble in this world of perfection, and that war, wherever and whenever, 
is essentially a result of this state of being (even redeemed man being 
a redeemed sinner); therefore, be it 

Resolved, the House of Bishops concurring, That this General Con- 
vention confess its corporate involvement in man’s sin, and, therefore, 
its inability to make any sensible pronouncement on a particular war; 
and, further, that we share the horror, bewilderment, and sadness of all 
people over the Viet Nam war; and that, therefore, we can do no more 
than to pursue our individual Christian convictions in this matter. 


Substitute not adopted 
Mr. Baker of Kansas moved a Substitute, as follows: 


Resolved, the House of Bishops concurring, That the 62nd General 
Convention of The Episcopal Church herein voice its support of our 
government in its pursuit of a just peace in Viet Nam; and urge, further, 
that every means of de-escalation aimed at terminating the war be pur- 
sued, insofar as such actions are commensurate with our national inter- 
est, with the security of our forces in Viet Nam and elsewhere, and 
with the cause of freedom, justice, and self-determination which is the 
proper goal of American policy at home and abroad. 


Substitute not adopted 


The Rev. Mr. Fowler of Arizona moved that the whole matter be 
tabled. 


Motion not carried 
Mr. Christian of West Virginia moved the following Substitute: 


Resolved, the House of Bishops concurring, That this General Con- 
vention state unequivocably that we support the commitment we have 
made in Viet Nam and give our support to our President and Congress 
and trust their judment in this crucial matter. 


Substitute not adopted 
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Mr. McFaddin of Texas moved that the House take an immedi- 
ate vote, consecutively, on Resolutions + 1 to #8 (# 9 having 
been stricken), and that no further amendments be accepted or 
debate recognized. 

Motion carried 


The Rev. Mr. Pollard moved, seriatim: 


Resolution No. 1 
| Resolution adopted 


Resolution No, 2 
Resolution adopted 


Resolution No. 3 
Resolution adopted 


Resolution No. 4 
Resolution adopted 


Resolution No. 5 
Resolution adopted 


Resolution No. 6 
Resolution not adopted 


Resolution No. 7 
Resolution adopted 


Resolution No. 8 
Resolution adopted 


Mr. McFaddin of Texas then moved that the House of Deputies 
adopt the series of Resolutions proposed by the Committee on Na- 
tional and International Problems, except for Resolutions No. 6 
and No. 9. ; 
Motion carried 
[Communicated to the House of Bishops by Message No. 166.] 


—_——— 


House of Bishops—Ninth Day 
Message No. 166 was received from the House of Deputies. 


The Bishop of Pennsylvania, speaking for the Committee on 
Social and International Affairs, stated that the Committee had 
hoped for a stronger statement; but, nevertheless, recommended 
that the House concur. 
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The Bishop of Central New York moved that Resolution # 3 be 
amended by striking the word “support” and substituting therefor 
the words “protest the escalation of the war”. - 

Amendment not adopted 


The Bishop of Western. Michigan moved to amend Resolution 
+ 4, by inserting, after the words “sustained efforts”, the words, 
“and even greater effort than heretofore”. 

Amendment not adopted 


The previous question was moved. 
Motion carried 


The Chair put the Question: “Shall this House concur with the 
House of Deputies in the action communicated in their Message 
No. 166?” 

The House concurred 

[Communicated to the House of Deputies by Message No. 220.] 


Voting Methods in Dioceses 


House of Deputies—Sixth Day 


Mr. Worsham of Dallas presented Report # 21 of the Com- 
mittee on Structure, with reference to HD 316, a Resolution spon- 
sored by Mr. Peabody of Massachusetts on the subject of voting 
methods in Dioceses. 


Mr. Worsham moved the following Resolution: 


Whereas, Disproportionate time is consumed in many diocesan con- 
ventions in electing Deputies to the General Convention and for other 
diocesan offices (in one Diocese 22 successive ballots had to be cast and 
counted before completing the election); and 

Whereas, A more discriminating modern method of election than that 
generally used might élect a diocesan delegation to the General Conven- 
tion more representative of the whole Diocese; and 

Whereas, The Church of England, since 1922, has used beneficially 
the method of proportional representation by the single transferable 
vote for the elected portions of its National Church Assembly and of 
the Convocations of Canterbury and York; and 

Whereas, The rules for the use of this method promulgated by the 
Archbishops of Canterbury and York have been adapted and simplified 
for use in American diocesan elections; and 

Whereas, These rules, in varying form, are presently in use in electing 
all but their Bishops in the Dioceses of Massachusetts, New Hampshire, 
Western Massachusetts, Indianapolis, Bethlehem, and others (although 
adopted and subsequently dropped in Long Island and New York); and 

Whereas, The Dioceses which might consider changing their method 
of election cannot each efficiently make its own study, therefore, be it 
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Resolved, the House of Bishops concurring, That the General Conven- 
vention ask the Executive Council to make a study of diocesan voting 
methods now in use, and to send to interested Dioceses its findings and 
recommendations, if any, for their consideration. 


Resolution adopted 
[Communicated to the House of Bishops by Message No. 92.] 


Eee 


House of Bishops—Seventh Day 
Message No. 92 was received from the House of Deputies. 


The Bishop of Delaware moved that the House concur. 
The House concurred 
[Communicated to the House of Deputies by Message No. 121.] 


Women, Ordination of, Commission on 
House of Bishops—Seventh Day 


Bishop Street, for the Committee on Deaconesses, moved the 
following Resolution: 


Resolved, the House of Deputies concurring, That the General Con- 
vention of the Protestant Episcopal Church in the United States of 
America establish a special Joint Commission to make a thorough theo- 
logical study of the role of women in the Church, with particular regard 
to the question of admission of women to the ordained ministry. 


Resolution adopted 
[Communicated to the House of Deputies by Message No. 131.] 


——————~_____. 


House of Deputies—Seventh Day 


Message No. 131 was received from the House of Bishops and 
referred to the Joint Committee on Committees and Commissions. 


House of Deputies—Eighth Day 


The Rev. Mr. Curry of Western Massachusetts presented Report 
# 16 of the Joint Committee on Committees and Commissions 
and stated that the Committee had been polled and did not recom- 
mend concurrence with the House of Bishops in establishing a Joint 
Commission of the Role of Women, recommending, rather, that the 
matter be referred to the Board for Theological Education. 

The House did not concur 

[Communicated to the House of Bishops by Message No. 142.] 
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Worker-Priests and the Pension Fund 
House of Bishops—Third Day 


The Suffragan Bishop (Burgess) of Massachusetts, reporting for 
the Committee.on Memorials and Petitions, yielded to the Bishop 
of Newark to report on Memorials received from the Diocese of 
Southern Ohio and the Missionary Districts of Idaho and Puerto 
Rico, on the subject of the ee of self-supporting priests to 
the Pension Fund. 


Bishop Stark moved the following Recoiian! 


Whereas, There is a growing number of priests engaged primarily in 
secular work in the Episcopal Church; and 

Whereas, The Canons of the Church provide appropriate rules and 
standards governing the ordination. of deacons in secular employment, 
but do not so provide for the ordination of priests engaged primarily 
in secular work; and 

Whereas, The Canons of the’ Church now require all priests to come 
under the provisions and requirements of The Church Pension Fund; 
and 

Whereas, The requirements of The Chick Pension Fund seem to be 
inappropriate in the case of priests engaged primarily in secular work; 
now, therefore, be it 

Resolved, the House of Deputies concurring, That the matter of rules 
and standards to govern the ordination of priests engaged primarily in 
secular work and their relationship to The Church Pension Fund be 
referred to the proper Commissions and to the Trustees of The Church 
Pension Fund for study and for the drafting of appropriate canonical 
revisions, if necessary, for submission to the next General Convention. 


Resolution adopted 
[Communicated to the House of Deputies by Message No. 48.] 


House of Deputies—Third Day 


Message No. 48 was received from the House of Bishops and 
referred to the Commnitice on the Church Pension Fund. 


House of Depisties =Niheh Day 


The Rev. Mr. Byfield of California presented Report # 13 of 
the Committee on the Church Pension Fund, and recommended 
that the House concur. 

The House concurred 

[Communicated to the House of Bishops by Message No. 193.] 
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Wyoming—New Diocese 


House of Deputies—Second Day 


The Rev. Mr. Herman of North Carolina, Chairman, and Mr. 
Harter of Rochester, Secretary, presented Report # 2 of the Com- 
mittee on the Admission of New Dioceses, as follows: 


Your Committee on the Admission of New Dioceses, to whom has 
been referred the petition of the Missionary District of Wyoming to be 
admitted as a Diocese, do hereby report that they have gone over care- 
fully the petition and the certified copy of the Constitution of the 
proposed Diocese, have had an interview with the Deputies from the 
Missionary District of Wyoming, and have found that all the necessary 
constitutional requirements of Article V., Section 1, of the Constitution 
-and Canon 9, Section 4, have been fulfilled. 


We therefore offer the following Resolution: 


Resolved, the House of Bishops concurring, That the General Con- 
vention hereby give consent to the erection of a new Diocese, to be 
known as the Diocese of Wyoming, such new Diocese to include all 
the territory now included in the Missionary District of Wyoming; 
and be it further 

Resolved, the House of Bishops concurring, That the Diocese of 
Wyoming be accepted into union with the General Convention upon 
its organization as a Diocese in Primary Convention. 

Resolution adopted 


[Communicated to the House of Bishops by Message No. 17.] 


House of Bishops—Third Day 
Message No. 17 was received from the House of Deputies. 


The Bishop of Delaware moved that the House concur. 
The House concurred 
[Communicated to the House of Deputies by Message No. 45.] 


Youth, Involvement of 
House of Bishops—Seventh Day 


The Bishop of Washington, on a question of personal privilege, 
moved the following Resolution: 
Whereas, The voice, the opinions, and the convictions of the younger 


generation are needed in the policy-making and decision-making proc- 
esses of the national Church; therefore, be it 
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Resolved, the House of Deputies concurring, That the General Con- 
vention instruct the Presidents of the House of Bishops and of the 
House of Deputies, jointly, to appoint a Committee to study how best 
the purpose may be accomplished, in consultation with students and 
other young men and women, and to report their recommendations to 
the appointing Presidents periodically through the triennium, and be 
forwarded for action to the appropriate persons or bodies. 

Resolution adopted 


[Communicated to the House of Deputies by Message No. 132.] 


eR ——__ 


House of Deputies—Seventh Day 


Message No. 132 was received from the House of Bishops and 
referred to the Joint Committee on Committees and Commissions. 


No Report on Message No. 132 was presented by the Joint 
Committee. 


The Resolution, therefore, fell by reason of lack of concurrent 
action. 
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APPENDIX 1 


REPORT OF THE 
AMERICAN CHURCH BUILDING FUND COMMISSION 


In 1880, you could talk all the way from Salem, Massachusetts, 
to Boston, or from Chicago to Milwaukee, by telephone—a rela- 
tively new invention that had its first home-installation only three 
years earlier, in 1877. A dark-horse candidate, James Garfield of 
Ohio, was campaigning for the Presidency. Colorado was our new- 
est State. North Dakota, South Dakota, Montana, and Washington 
would be the next States admitted to the Union, but that was still 
nine years away. 


The nation was just about in the middle of what economists have 
called the “long-wave depression”. The big interest, on the part of 
investment bankers, was the expanding railroad industry. Other- 
wise, money was “tight”. In the midst of all this, the General Con- 
vention of the Protestant Episcopal Church met in New York. Lay 
Deputies who understood the financial needs of an expanding 
Church, spurred on by Bishops such as Kip, who came to the Con- 
vention from a growing California, saw the need for the Church to 
establish a fund to “aid in the erection of churches in places where 
such assistance shall be necessary or expedient”. 


In the spirit of the bold dreams of the day, it called upon the 
Church to raise the sum of $1,000,000.00 during the next three 
years. This proved to be a too-ambitious goal, at a time when a 
“four-story Brownstone house, elegantly furnished”, in Manhattan, 
was advertised in the New York Times for $1,200.00. 


A Modest Beginning 


By 1883, only slightly more than $48,000.00 had been raised, 
but the American Church Building Fund Commission was on its 
way. From this modest beginning, the Commission has traveled its 
way with single-minded purpose. It has never been tempted or lured 
onto any side tracks. It was then—and is today—the only organiza- 
tion in the Church whose sole purpose is to lend money to churches 
who must build, expand, or repair. 


Because it has existed for one purpose—and only one purpose— 
the Commission has established one of the most impressive fiscal 
records of any agency of the Church, particularly through its loans 
to finance building projects. 


~ 
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Although it was not until 1949 that the fund reached the 
$1,000,000.00 mark, the Commission has assisted more than 3,600 
churches in every Diocese and .Missionary District in the United 
States, and in most jurisdictions overseas. This is nearly half the 
congregations in the Church today. It has converted nearly 
$10,000,000.00 into much-needed church buildings, parish houses, 
and rectories. 


‘Eighty Years Later the Church Invests Some Money 


Despite the fact that it is an officially established agency of the 
General Convention, the Commission received no appropriation 
initially from the General Church. Only once in its entire eighty-five 
year history has it been included in the General Church Budget. 
The General Convention of 1961 provided appropriations of 
$60,000.00 for 1962; $70,000.00 for 1963; and $80,000.00 for 
1964. Thus, in 1961, after eighty years of outstanding service to the 
Church, the Commission received its first official appropriation for 
the enlargement of its resources. When the budgets of these three 
years were reduced to correspond with foreseeable income, the ac- 
tual appropriations received amounted to $55,000.00 for 1962; 
$60,000.00 for 1963; and $60,000.00 for 1964. Because of other 
pressing demands upon the national budget, the General Conven- 
tion of 1964 did not renew the appropriation. The Commission 
recognizes the many demands on the budget; but it would be hard 
to find any other appropriation in the 1961-64. triennium which 
produced greater end-results for the dollars invested. , 


Church Money at Work—Need Is Greater Than Ever 


The consolidated statement for the years 1964, 1965, and 1966, 
is worth thoughtful examination. It tells far more about the fiscal 
management of the Fund than, merely, how many dollars were 
used for what purposes. 


Consider the requests for loans. One hundred dmreetewe churches 
requested loans‘ amounting to $7,051,935.00.° An additional 89 
churches made requests, but named no specific amount. The 132 
were bona fide inquiries. There was a documented need for every 
one. In this same three-year period, the Commission was enabled to 
lend $1,039,657.88, or about $1 for every $7 requested. 


During this triennium, the Permanent Loan Fund was increased 
by $244,860.85. Of this, $60,000.00 represents the General Con- 
vention appropriation for the year 1964 (the last year of the 
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previous triennium). The other $184,860.85 was made up of 
gifts and offerings from parishes and individuals, legacies, and 
transfers from earnings. On December 31, 1966, the Permanent 
Loan Fund amounted to $1,696,531.49, which, with the $33,931.00 
in the Reserve Fund, made a total of $1,730,462.49 available for 
loans to churches. Loans outstanding to churches on December 31, 
1966, amounted to $1,633,768.07. The balance available for new 
loans was, therefore, $96,694.42. 


Making the Dollars Stretch 


At the same time, the Commission was able to promise loans in 
the amount of $208,670.95. It is evident from this that the Com- 
mission is always working in advance—in anticipation of repay- 
ments being made promptly. As a matter of fact, since net earnings 
are added to the revolving Permanent Loan Fund, the more the 
fund is used, the more money becomes available to meet demands 
for additional loans. 


In order to make every dollar stretch as far as possible, the Com- 
mission not only permits, but encourages, borrowing churches to 
repay loans as rapidly as possible. As an incentive, refunds toward 
a reduction of interest-rate are made when, for example, a ten-year 
loan is fully repaid in five years. 


On the basis of recent experience, the turnover of the Fund has 
reached the rate of once in four years. 


Effectiveness of Each Dollar Decreases 
As Construction Costs Increase 


A quick glance at the record of loans made by the Commission 
reveals that the number of loans it has been able to make each year 
has grown steadily smaller, because the dollar-amount of each loan 
has grown substantially larger because of higher construction costs. 
At one time, $10,000.00 was a large loan. Today’s requests aver- 
age more than $50,000.00. Unless the fund grows proportionately 
in dollar-potential, the trend will seriously reduce the number of 
loans which can be made. 


Today (as this report is being written), money is again tight. 
Interest-rates with commercial institutions are high, and, even then, 
loans are often difficult to obtain. In the midst of this situation in 
1966, 38 churches, which needed a total of $2,107,000.00 to pro- 
vide more adequate facilities, turned to the American Church 
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Building Fund Commission. The Commission was able to advance 
loans amounting to $290,070.29, divided among ten churches. 
Obviously, there remains a great gap between bona fide need and 
available resources. 

Which brings us back:to where we started. In the American 
Church Building Fund, the Episcopal Church has a sound, care- 
fully managed, source of funds for churches who must build, ex- 
pand, or repair. The Commission’s one and only concern is for 
helping parishes and missions obtain the money they need for these 
purposes. 


Need for Construction Dollars Exceeds Available Funds 


Requests for assistance continue to come in substantial numbers. 
Loans from sources outside the Church are increasingly difficult to 
obtain. Eighty-six years ago the Church recognized the need to 
establish a fund within the Church; but other than an encouraging 
pat on the back, has largely allowed the Commission to obtain its 
own resources—except during one three-year period. The Commis- 
sion is grateful for the generous interest on the part of men and 
women in the Church who have recognized what the Commission 
was called upon to do and cared enough to give. 

The record shows what the Commission has been able to do, 
building steadily and slowly by this method. It is a record of achieve- 
ment, deserving of the Church’s recognition. The Commission can 
continue to provide $1 for every $7 needed by parishes and mis- 
sions operating as it has in the past. But, if the gap is to be nar- 
rowed, a substantial increase is needed. Such an increase could well 
come from an appropriation in the General Church Budget. Every 
appropriation of $50,000 would close the gap by one loan imme- 
diately, and, ultimately, by even more. 


The Church Must Meet the Need 


After 86 years of “going it alone”, the one agency which exists 
to assist the whole Church with building-funds is, in turn, asking 
the whole Church to assist it by including in its budgets an annual 
appropriation for the American Church Building Fund Commission. 
Every dollar made available now will not only provide immediate 
help to churches, but will ultimately increase the dollars available in 
the future. /t is money that remains within the Church, continually 
providing construction and repair funds for years to come. 


As an Officially constituted and recognized agency of the Church, 
the Commission requests the adoption of the following Resolution: 
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Resolved, the House of __________ concurring, That the 
budgets of the Executive Council for the years 1968, 1969, 
and 1970, include the sums of $150,000.00, $150,000.00 and 
$150,000.00, respectively, for the American Church Building 
pene Commission, to be added to its revolving permanent loan 

und. 


A consolidated statement of resources, loan activity, receipts and 
expenditures, for the years 1964, 1965, and 1966, is appended to, 
and made part of, this report. 


THE TRUSTEES 


RT. REv. JONATHAN G. SHER- EDMUND J. BEAZLEY 
MAN, S.T.D., President. RICHARD N, CROCKETT 

Rev. Howarp G. Cuark, D.D. DERMOD IVES 

REv. CANON WILLIAM N. LAN- RICHARD P. KENT, JR. 
IGAN Tracy B. LorpD 

REV. SHERRILL SCALES, JR. ALLEN B. McGOwAN 

Rev. ROBERT R. SPEARS, JR. SPENCER MILLER, JR. 

VERY REV. MERRITT F. WIL- GEORGE C. NIBLO 
LIAMS, S.T.D. HOOKER TALCOTT 


ROBERT WORTHINGTON 


STATEMENTS OF ASSETS, LIABILITIES & FUNDS 
December 31, 1966 


Assets 

Clee, hl gaa 1 oe ar ea Te a $ 108,605.94 

Teanisete WUUECHESICTE S086 Tw 1,633,768 .07 

EOS lid Nes Seta om ln ed a ee 7,900.00 
$1,750,274.01 

Liabilities and Funds 

Permanent Loan Fund ..............5...-. $1,696,531.49 

Reservelb bunds) tUst obo mae bh ANS) Decay 33,931.00 

Reserve for General Convention Publicity. ..... 1,490.00 

OT SC! eka es: ee aR ns 18,3222 


$1,750,274.01 


1.6 Appendix CHURCH BUILDING FUND 


CONSOLIDATED STATEMENT FOR THE YEARS 
1964, 1965, AND 1966 


REQUESTS—FUNDS AVAILABLE TO LEND—LOAN COMMITMENTS 


Requests for Loans “132 churches $7,051,935.00 
89 amounts not specified 
22 


Funds Available to Lend 
Permanent Loan Fund, Decem- 


ber Siiwl963) eexrractatee $1,451,670.64 
Added by gifts, offerings, legacy, 
and transfers apace haere 184,860.85 
General Convention Appropria- 
tion of 1961 . ; hk 60,000.00 
1,696,531.49 
Reserve Fund, Dec. 31, 1966 |. . 33,931.00 
TOTAL OF PERMANENT LOAN FUND 
&- RESERVESFUNDy arias di ccm MD tt $1,730,462.49 
Loans to Churches Outstanding, 
Deéex:Adin AOS" tax gash. 51. 1,246,371.28 
New loans made to churches . . 1,039,657.88 
2,286,029.16 
Deduct: Principal Payments 
FECCING Oat es as 38. * 652,261.09 
Loans to Churches Outstending; 
Decstsip IS66Ree on Ser the © ne Aah 1,633,768.07 
BALANCE AVAILABLE FOR New LOANS 77> $$ 961694542 


Loan Commitments 


Loans Promised, Dec. 31, 1963 ..$ 185,500.00 
New loans 

approved _. $1,079,470.95 
Deduct: Amounts 

not required by 


applicants 16,642.12 1,062,828.83 
TOTAL LOAN COMMITMENTS .. . 1,248,328.83 
Deduct: New Loans Made . 1,039,657.88 


Loans Promised, Dec. 31, 1966 ..... Aen $ 208,670.95 
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INCOME, EXPENDITURES, & TRANSFERS 


Income 
Thteresteane Dividends >>. ....4..2:2..0-53 $ 249,473.21 
Gefieral Fund Balance, Dec. 31, 1963... 21,682.20 


Unrestricted funds available for general purposes 271,155.41 


Expenditures 
Administrative and Operating 

RBCUSS Wy ives SH TSE at $ 68,648.41 
Publicity and Advertising in- 

cluding provision for General 


Convention, exhibit . . <0... 15,890.04 
Other Disbursements ........ 3,532.40 
PG AIP SOCHOMUTES yo ce tat hc gons sic ued $ 88,070.85 
Transfers 
Transfers to Permanent Loan 

"ELE sal tt li a $ 160,000.00 
Bransters to reserves (7... |... ioaf ees Bel RS) 

167,759.13 


Deduct: Adjustment for ex- 
penditures charged to General 


Convention Reserve... . 2,996.09 
iINGtrmeranSlersatien Terie Lic Seto oS 164,763.04 
TOTAL EXPENDITURES & NET TRANSFERS... 252,833.89 
General Fund Balance, Dec..31; 1966 ........... 18,321.52 


$271,155.41 
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APPENDIX 2 


REPORT OF THE JOINT COMMITTEE 
ON SUPPLEMENTS TO WHITE AND DYKMAN’S 
ANNOTATED CONSTITUTION AND CANONS 


A Joint Committee on Supplements to White and Dykman’s 
Annotated Constitution and Canons was appointed, pursuant to a 
Resolution of the General Convention of 1964, by the Presiding 
Bishop and the President of the House of Deputies, jointly. The 
members were 


RT. Rev. JAMEs A. PIKE, J.S.D., D.D. 

VERY REV. JOHN C. LEFFLER, D.D., of Olympia 
PHILIP ADAMS, EsqQ., of California 

HUNTER L. DELATOUR of Long Island 

Davip E. BRONSON of Minnesota 


Jackson A. Dykman, D.C.L., of Long Island was named Consultant 
to the Committee. 


The Committee has held no meetings during the triennium, all 
business having been conducted by telephone or correspondence. 


A Cumulative Supplement to White and Dykman’s Annotated 
Constitution and Canons, embodying all changes to the Constitution 
and Canons by the General Conventions of 1955, 1958, 1961, and 
1964, and superseding the series of triennial Pocket Parts, was pub- 
lished by The Seabury Press, under the editorship of Col. Dykman, 
in 1966. 


The Committee suggests that the single task assigned to it,— 
namely, the editing of a commentary on amendments to the Consti- 
tution and Canons,—does not require the appointment of a Joint 
Committee. Instead, it is recommended that an Editor, perhaps with 
an Assistant Editor, be appointed by the presiding officers of the 
two Houses, jointly, and that the work of the Editor or Editors be 
reviewed by the Chairmen of the Standing Committees of the two 
Houses on the Constitution and on Canons. 


The Committee recommends the adoption of the following Reso- 
lutions: 


1. Resolved, the House of Bishops concurring, That the Joint 
Committee on Supplements to White and Dykman’s Annotated Con- 
stitution and Canons be discharged. 
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2. Resolved, the House of Bishops concurring, That the General 
Convention authorize and request the Presiding Bishop and the 
President of the House of Deputies, jointly, to appoint an Editor and 
an Assistant Editor to prepare and publish, as soon as possible after 
the adjournment of this General Convention of 1967, a commentary 
on the amendments to the Constitution and Canons of this Church 
adopted by the said General Convention. 


3. Resolved, the House of Bishops concurring, That the Editors 
appointed pursuant to the previous Resolution be directed to submit 
a draft of their commentary, prior to its publication, to the several 
Chairmen of the Standing Committees, On Constitution and On 
Canons of the House of Bishops, and On Amendments to the Con- 
stitution and On Canons of the House of Deputies, for their review. 


4. Resolved, the House of Bishops concurring, That there be 
appropriated, from the budget of the General Convention, the sum 
of $1,500.00, to cover the cost of publication of a triennial Supple- 
ment to White and Dykman’s Annotated Constitution and Canons. 


The Committee further recommends that Jackson A. Dykman, 
D.C.L., and Mr. William K. Allison, voth of the Diocese of Long 
Island, be the persons named as Editor and Assistant Editor, re- 
spectively, in accordance with the foregoing Resolutions. 


Respectfully submitted, 
PHILIP ADAMS 
Acting Secretary 


FINANCIAL REPORT 


Receipts 
Appropriation from the General Convention. ...... . $2,000.00 
Disbursements 
To The Seabury Press for 1964 Supplement ......... $1,210.00 


Unexpended balance... hia! Ga acete Ei een eee $ 790.00 
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APPENDIX 3 


REPORT OF THE JOINT COMMISSION ON 
CHURCH ARCHITECTURE AND THE ALLIED ARTS 


Pursuant to the action of the General Convention of 1964 continu- 
ing the Joint Commission on Church Architecture and the Allied 
Arts, the Presiding Bishop and the President of the House of Deputies 
appointed the following to serve on the Commission for the 1965- 
1967 triennium: 


Rt. Rev. Jonathan G. Sherman 

Rt. Rev. John H. Esquirol 

Rev. Canon Edward N. West of New York 
Rev. Darby W. Betts of California 
Alexander S. Cochrane of Maryland 
Frederick Dunn of New York 

Willis N. Mills of Connecticut 

Frederick J. Woodbridge of New York 


The Commission held one meeting in the triennium, on February 
14, 1966, at which Bishop Sherman was elected Chairman, Canon 
West Vice-Chairman, and Mr. Woodbridge Secretary-Treasurer. 


Because of the weight of other commitments, both Bishop Sher- 
man and Bishop Esquirol felt obliged to submit their resignations to 
the Presiding Bishop. No replacements for the two Bishops have 
been appointed. 


The Commission has given advice and help to some 80 different 
churches. This has involved, in some cases, visits, recommendations 
for choice of architects, and the furnishing of printed information. 


Numerous requests and questions from individuals have also been 
answered. 


It is still the hope and intention of the Commission to produce an 
illustrated book on modern architectural and liturgical needs. With 
the prospect of new liturgical changes, the importance of such a book 
is greater than ever. To this end, the Commission has accumulated 
a very considerable number of photographs and other important 
information. 


Needless to say, the publication of such a book requires a large 
amount of money, and the Commission has been handicapped by 
lack of sufficient funds in pursuing this work. 
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The Commission offers the following Resolutions: 


1. Resolved, the House of Deputies concurring, That the report 
of the Joint Commission on Church Architecture and the Allied 
Arts be accepted and that the Commission be continued. 


2. Resolved, the House of Deputies concurring, That the present 
appropriation of $3,000.00 be continued in like amount and allo- 
cated to the Joint Commission on Church Architecture and the 
Allied Arts for the continuance and development of its work during 
the coming triennium. 


FINANCIAL REPORT 
March 20, 1964 — March 20, 1967 


Balance on Hand, as reported to General Convention, 


£964. os Dara Dukmen’s. Aa COR ae $2,961.25 
Receipts 

Royalties on Church Flag from Annin & Co. $1,262.11 
Royalties on Seabury Press booklets... ... 67.20 
PRRieStri) (eCelts oo ae tec ae eee eee 6.00 
1964 Convention receipts .............. 1073 

1,406.04 

EOtabyst tt. vol. eremeorion. ov; gonad. s $4,367.29 

Disbursements 
Expense of 1 meeting in current triennum . $ 352.89 
Purchase from Seabury Press............ 56.78 
Expenses connected with General Conven- 

(Ure Reel sore See eo ie Oetee ap 386.00 
Photographs for forthcoming book ........ |e Pepe 

953.52 

Balance on hand March 20, 1967 .......... $3,413.77 

Respectfully submitted, 


DarBy W. BETTS 
ALEXANDER COCHRANE 
FREDERICK DUNN 

WILLIs MILLS 

EDWARD N. WEST 
FREDERICK J. WOODBRIDGE 
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APPENDIX 4 


REPORT OF THE COMMITTEE TO REVIEW THE ROLE 
OF THE CHURCH PENSION FUND 


INTRODUCTION 


In April of 1966 the Board of Trustees of The Church Pension 
Fund adopted the following resolution: 


“The Trustees of The Church Pension Fund respectfully re- 
quest the Presiding Bishop to appoint an independent Committee 
of Review to examine the benefits provided by The Church Pen- 
sion Fund and make recommendations as to changes which the 
Committee believes desirable. The Trustees offer their own serv- 
ices, and those of the staff, to assist the Committee in its work. 
They suggest that the report be made to the Presiding Bishop and 
the Trustees of The Church Pension Fund, and presented to the 
1967 General Convention should this appear advisable to the 
Presiding Bishop.” 


In accordance with this request the Presiding Bishop appointed the 
following Committee: 


Philip Adams, Attorney and Chancellor of the Diocese of Cali- 
fornia 

Frederick S. Atkinson, Sr., Vice-President, Personnel, Macy’s, 
New York 

Joseph E. Davis, President, Carver Federal Savings & Loan, New 
York 

John T. Fey, Chairman, President, National Life Insurance Co., 
Montpelier, Vt. 

Keith Kane, Attorney, New York 

Philip Masquelette, Attorney, Houston, Texas 

Very Rev. William H. Mead, Dean, Christ Church Cathedral, 
St. Louis 

George A. Murphy, Chairman of the Board, Irving Trust Co., 
New York 

Rey. D. R. Simpson, Perpetual Deacon, Personnel & Pension 
Fund Specialist 

Rt. Rev. Leland Stark, D.D., L-H.D., Bishop of Newark 

Gustave A. Wellensick, retired Vice-President, Detroit Bank & 
Trust Co. 
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I. BACKGROUND 
A. HISTORY OF THE CHURCH PENSION FUND 


The Church Pension Fund was chartered on April 3, 1914, by a 
special act of the New York State Legislature, The Fund was created 
as a charitable corporation subject to sections of the New York State 
Insurance Law which require submission to regular examinations by 
the Superintendent of Insurance. General Convention approved of 
the Fund in 1916, and Bishop Lawrence led a drive which funded 
reserves for existing and accrued liabilities. Formal operations started 
March 1, 1917. 


B. BASIC PRINCIPLES OF THE PROGRAM 


In establishing the Fund, the founders stressed a number of prin- 
ciples: 


1. Actuarial System 

The need was emphasized for a pension system that was in “ac- 
tuarial balance” and under which reserves were established over a 
clergyman’s working years to provide benefits after he retired. They 
wanted the clergy to regard the receipt of these benefits as a certainty. 


2. Group System 


Also stressed, was the need for a group (or pooling) arrangement 
rather than an individual-account type of plan. This was done in 
order to provide minimum pensions for the lower-paid clergy, ade- 
quate pensions for widows and dependent children, disability pen- 
sions, and other features that could not be provided adequately under 
an individual-type of arrangement. 


3. Benefit Structure 

A basic pay- and service-related benefit-structure was adopted, 
but one that also had dollar-minimum pensions, to provide a reason- 
ably adequate benefit for the lower-paid clergy. 


4. Compulsory Assessments 


It was also concluded that any pension system which required the 
personal contributions of the clergy would be unrealistic in view of 
the generally low level of clergy-salaries. Furthermore, it was felt 
that any voluntary type of pension system would be doomed to fail- 
ure, and hence the plan was started on the basis that compulsory 
aS aati would be paid by parish, mission, or organization 
involved. 
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C. ACTIONS OF THE TRUSTEES 


During the fifty years of its existence, the Trustees have approved 
a large number of changes in benefits. For instance, during the last 
five years the following major changes have taken effect: 


1962—Minimum pensions were increased from $1,800.00 to 
$2,100.00 for the clergy. 

1964—The definition of salary was broadened by raising the 
housing-allowance from 1/6th to 1/Sth of cash-stipend 
and utility-allowance. : 

1965—Early-retirement pension-benefits, payable at age 65, were 
provided on an actuarially reduced basis. The assessment 
rate was also established on a permanent basis at the 15% 
level (of cash-stipend plus utility-and-housing allowances). 

1966—The pensions of the retired clergy, as well as the schedule 
of minimums, were increased by about 2.8%. In addition, 
many of the clergy who had been retired for some years 
received substantial one-time pension increases as a part 
of this improvement. 

1967—Existing pensions, as well as the schedule of minimum 
pensions, were increased by about 2.9% on June Ist. 


Thus, it will be seen that The Church Pension Fund has been no 
static system and there is ample precedent for the changes and im- 
provements in benefits that this Report will presently recommend. 


D. ACTIONS OF THE COMMITTEE 


The Committee of Review was convened under the chairmanship 
of Dr. John T. Fey. The initial meetings developed agreement that 
an actuarial consultant would be required. 

After reviewing the outstanding firms of actuaries and interview- 
ing representatives of several, the firm of Towers, Perrin, Forster & 
Crosby, Inc., was selected. The Vice-President and Manager of its 
New York office personally supervised the studies. 


Assignments of the Consultants 


The Consultants were charged with the following objectives: 


—Examine the Fund’s provisions in the light of today’s con- 
ditions. 

—Recommend a proper balance among the Fund’s various 
benefits. 
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—Determine whether current benefit-levels could be improved. 

—Make an analysis of long-term considerations, including 
probable effects of inflation and Social’ Security benefits. 

—Perform detailed actuarial calculations to verify the present 
plan’s funding-level, as well as to calculate the cost of pos- 
sible changes. 

—Report the facts on the present investments of the Fund. 


—Audit techniques being used in communicating plan-benefits 
to the clergy. 
—Develop recommendations for changes where indicated. 


The Consultants finished their assignments to the complete satis- 
faction of the Committee. All criticisms and suggestions of which the 
Committee had knowledge were examined. As an indication of the 
depth and thoroughness of the Consultants’ studies, no less than 300 
possible changes in the Fund were considered. In addition, detailed 
individual interviews were conducted by the Consultants with Com- 
mittee members, Fund officers, and Trustees. 


II. FINANCIAL CONSIDERATIONS 
A. ACTUARIAL CALCULATIONS 


Discussion of the financial considerations of any pension-program 
revolves around the calculations and estimates of cost prepared by 
the actuaries. In developing “costs”, a number of assumptions must 
be made as to the future in such areas as interest-rates, mortality of 
clergymen and their beneficiaries, actual retirement-ages of clergy- 
men, salary-levels and salary-progression, inflationary trends, and 
general economic progress. 


Computation of Costs 


In developing cost-data, the Consultants computed the cost of the 
present program by determining both the costs of benefits already 
accrued and the costs of projected benefits for the existing clergy and 
its beneficiaries. This cost was then expressed as a percentage of 
“payroll”, i.e., the same basis as the present 15% assessment. Com- 
putations for possible or desirable additional benefits were then calcu- 
lated in the same fashion. 

The Committee recommends that the present 15% assessment rate 
be continued. The total cost of the benefit-structure, including the 
new benefits recommended and those of the existing benefits which 
will remain, together with administrative costs, comes to 14% of 
payroll. This leaves a 1% margin, which the Committee believes 
should remain available for contingencies, such as a drop in interest 
or unfavorable experience with other actuarial assumptions. 
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Importance of Balance in Actuarial Assumptions 


In adopting assumptions to be used by the actuary, it is important 
that a proper balance be established between a conservative and a 
liberal position, or between pessimism and optimism about the 
future. For The Church Pension Fund, with its fixed assessments, 
such a balance is particularly important. 


This need for proper balance was emphasized by the Consultants 
in their report to the Committee, as follows: 


. . it is essential to try to maintain an appropriate actuarial 
balance between one generation and another. It-would not be fair 
to the current clergy or current parishioners (who contribute the 
pension assessments) to be unduly conservative now so that some 
future generation of clergy and parishioners could get the benefit 
of this conservatism through considerably larger clergy-pensions 
and/or lower parishioner-assessments. By the same token, it would 
be unfair to be overly optimistic presently so that the current 
clergy received pensions larger than really could be supported 
and/or parishes paid a smaller assessment than might actually be 
indicated. This could only result in a succeeding generation of 
clergy receiving smaller pensions and/or parishes paying larger 
assessments. 


Selection of Interest Assumption 

In developing a balanced set of assumptions, a key variable factor 
is the interest-assumption on the investments of the Fund. Since the 
interest-rate assumed should be one which can be realized on the 
average over long periods of years in the future, some conservatism 
is essential for proper balance. 

Over the past decade, the compound earnings of the Fund have 
exceeded 4%. Current interest-levels indicate no significant reduc- 
tion in the future. Because of these and other factors, the Commit- 
tee recommends adoption of a 4% interest-assumption factor. Cur- 
rently, the Fund’s interest-assumption is 3.5%. In private industry, 
the bulk of companies use rates between 3.5% and 4.5%. 


B. INVESTMENT POLICIES 


Investment-policies are vital to the operation of the Fund, since 
the actual earnings of the Fund’s assets have a very substantial 
impact on the benefits which can be made available to the clergy 
and its beneficiaries. For example, an increase in actual earnings of 
1% oe the long term could actually increase benefits by as much 
as 20%. 
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Administration of Investments and Policy 

The Board of Trustees is charged with the ultimate investment 
responsibility. A ten-member Executive Committee, on the recom- 
mendation of a five-man Finance Committee, determines basic port- 
folio-diversification policy. A New York bank is retained to pro- 
vide investment advice within the basic policy determined by the 
Executive Committee. The Fund is not subject to any legal invest- 
ment restrictions. 

All evidence indicates that the investment of the Fund’s assets has 
been in conscientious and capable hands. A study carried out in 
1964 by a prominent investment-banking firm confirms this and 
notes that the return in each category was “relatively favorable” or 
better. 


Recent Developments in Pension Fund Investments 


In recent years, major changes have evolved in the field of 
pension-fund investing. Particularly, substantially higher ratios of 
common-stock investments are used for portfolios. The following 
tables illustrate this. Table 1 compares the diversification of assets 
of the Fund with funds of other Churches, and Table 2 lists the 
diversification of 19 industrial pension funds. 


Recommendations 
It is the recommendation of this Committee that the Trustees con- 


sider utilizing a higher ratio of equity-investments and other suit- 
able investments, including mortgages. 
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TABLE 1 


Security Diversification of Various Church Pension Funds 
(Based on Book Values) 


Real Preferred Common All 
Church Fund Bonds Mortgages Estate Stocks Stocks Other 

CHURCH PENSION 

FUND 713% 1% — — 25% 1% 
Lutheran Church in 

America 56 21 —_ 1% 16 6 
Lutheran— 

Missouri Synod 63 — _ — 36 1 
Southern Baptist 

Convention 19 44 23% 2 10 Ps 
United Church of Christ 

(Congregational) 36 36 — 1 25 ?) 
United Church of Christ 

(Evangelical & 

Reformed) 719 —_ —_ 1 14 — 
United Presbyterian 

Church 73 — — 1 26 —- 


All figures shown are as of December 31, 1966, except for United Church of Christ 
pon gtceeHonal, and United Presbyterian Church, both of which are as of December 


TABLE 2 


Security Diversification of Various Industrial Pension Funds1 
(Based on Book Values) 


Real Preferred Common Other 
Name Bonds Estate Stocks Stocks Assets2 
American Cyanamid 44% 4% —_ 51% 1% 
Atlantic Refining 70 —_ 1% 28 1 
Bethlehem Steel 49 — 1 49 1 
Boeing 48 Z —_ 49 1 
Chrysler 51 4 D) 41 a 
du Pont 60 _— 4 36 —_— 
Ford Motor 39 4 —_ 46 11 
General Electric 28 30 — 37 5 
General Motors 31 10 1 50 8 
Gulf Oil 45 8 2 38 4 
IBM 41 14 —_— 41 4 
N. Y. Telephone 85 — — 14 1 
North American Aviation 55 12 1 29 3 
RCA 47 9 —_— 43 1 
Republic Steel 56 — 2 30 12 
Shell Oil 81 —_ —_— 18 1 
Swift & Co. 64 — 2 33 1 
Standard Oil of N. J. 43 2 — 50 5 
U.S. Steel 47 Be —_ 39 12 
NOTES 


1 All figures shown are for 1964. 
2“Other Assets” consists primarily of mortgages. 
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III. RECOMMENDED CHANGES IN BENEFITS 


A. OBJECTIVES AND GENERAL CONSIDERATIONS 


To produce results which will satisfy the needs of the clergy, its 
beneficiaries, and the whole Church, clear goals and objectives are 
needed. 


Unique Factors applying to the Clergy 


—The benefits from the Fund and Social Security together repre- 
sent virtually the lifetime savings of most clergymen. 

—Clergymen have less opportunity to save money than most 
people in private industry because of generally low salary-levels. 

—Most clergymen live in housing provided by the parish, so that 
relatively few build up any equity in their homes during their 
working years. 

—The retiring clergyman loses home, utility-allowance, car-allow- 
ance, and other perquisites. 

—The typical clergyman has a longer period of “service” than the 
typical employee retiring from an industrial company. 

—Very few clergymen—certainly less than 5%—live in homes 
for retired clergy. 

—Once retired, according to present plan rules, a clergyman is 
limited in the amount of ministerial work he may perform with- 
out causing suspension of his pension. 

—There is little possibility of a supplement to a clergyman’s pen- 
sion from his parish or Diocese—perhaps fewer than 5% of the 
clergy receive such a supplement upon retirement. 


Basic Plan Design 
In the course of the study a number of possible variations and 
changes were considered by the Committee, including those from 
interested parties. The major factors considered were: 


1. “Group” concept vs. “Individual Account” 

The founders, Bishop Lawrence and his associates, established 
benefits on a “group” basis; i.e., all computations were made for the 
whole group only, and no specific relationship between individual 
assessments and individual benefits was made. 

The Committee recommends that the group-basis be retained 
Among other things, the existing pattern of substantial survivors’- 
benefits, minimum- and disability-pensions would be impractical 
under an individual basis. 

Two modifications are suggested,—one in the area of vesting and 
the other in the area of retirement-options—to give an individual 
“right” in these situations. Both will be described later. 
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2. Basis for determining Clergy Pensions 


The key benefit in any pension-program is the normal retirement- 
pension. Any plan must provide sufficient retirement-income so that 
participants can be retired in a systematic and orderly manner. The 
discussion of “sufficient retirement-income” is in a following section. 
However, there are two points which should be covered first: 


(a) The Question of Uniform Pensions for All Clergymen 


Suggestions have been made from time to time for a uniform 
benefit to apply to all clergymen upon retirement, regardless of 
divergent salary-levels. 

It is the opinion of the Committee that such would be inappro- 
priate, since pensions are really equivalent to salaries after retirement. 
If the salary-structure for the clergy is ever changed to provide uni- 
form salaries, then it would be appropriate for the Fund to follow 
suit. 

(b) “Career Average” vs. “Final-Average’’ pay 

Inflation is a fact of life today. All signs suggest that it will con- 
tinue. In such circumstances, a career-average salary is likely to be 
50% to 60% of final compensation. Thus, the career-average for- 
mula provides an unrealistic base on which to calculate benefits, 
particularly because of the low salaries of the depression years or 
of overseas missionary service. 

The Committee recommends that the average of a clergyman’s 
ten highest consecutive years of salary be adopted by the Trustees 
as the basis of his pension. 


Pensions for the Clergy 


The Committee believes that its major focus should be upon pen- 
sions. The current system provides superior benefits, in relation to 
other pension systems, to disabled clergymen and survivors. Over 
half of total benefits are paid in these areas. 

The Committee recommends that goals be established, so that 
retirement-pensions (including Social Security) compare favorably 
with industrial plans as follows: 


Typical Suggested Fund 
Annual Pay at Industry Objective Objective 
Retirement % of Final Pay % of Final Pay 
Up to $5,000 60-65 % 75-85% (or more) 
$5,000 to $10,000 55-60% 70-80% 
$10,000 to $20,000 50-55 % 60-70% 


$20,000 and over 40-50% 50-60% 
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The higher percentages recommended for the Fund-participants 
are in recognition of the unique factors listed previously, particularly 
those factors relating to prerequisites and to limited opportunities for 
savings. 


Relationships of present pensions to objectives recommended 


Pension-levels of clergymen born in 1899 and 1900 were selected 
for example purposes. Table 3, following, lists the projected pensions 
for forty individuals whose salaries range from $3,200 to $36,600. 

For the “Under $5,000” group, pensions are relatively good and 
range from a low of 66% (including Social Security) to 107% of 
current annual pay. For the higher salary-groups, pensions tend to 
be considerably lower than the suggested objective. 

An example of the extreme difference in benefits produced by the 
current career-average base may be seen by comparing numbers 38 
and 39, two outstanding clergymen who will retire (at age 68) with 
over forty-years’ ministry,—one of whom will receive 45% and the 
other 25% of current pay. 


Comparison with other Plans 


In developing objectives for the “ideal” pension plan, the plans 
of eight other Churches were examined. It was found that no mean- 
ingful comparisons can be made with plans of industrial companies, 
because of widely differing circumstances. The study indicated that 
the Fund’s benefits for survivors (other than group-life insurance) 
and for disability were highly favorable as compared to the other 
plans. 

The other Churches generally have higher lump-sum death bene- 
fits, usually through group-life-insurance plans. Several other provi- 
sions, such as normal retirement age (65), early retirement age (55 
to 62), and vesting appear to be more favorable in some of the 
other plans. 


Future Plan Reviews 


In today’s fast-changing world, it is essential that any pension plan 
be reviewed from time to time to be sure that the plan is fulfilling 
the needs of its participants and the Church. Therefore, the Commit- 
tee recommends future reviews on a periodic basis. 
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TABLE 3 


Examples of Church Pension Fund Pension Benefits for Clergymen 
Born in 1899 and 1900 
































(1) (2) (3) (4) (3) (6) (7) 
Total 
Years Pension 
From Career- Estimated Estimated as % of 
Ordina- Current Average CPF Primary Total Current 
tion to Annual Annual Anual Social Pension Pay 
Code Age 68 Pay Pay Pension Security (4+5) (6+2) 
1 38 $ 3,200 $ 1,906 $ 2,223 $1,190 $ 3,413 107% 
2 41 A ‘ 1,874 1,199 3,073 95 
3 21 4,920 3,880 1,692 1,546 3,238 66 
4 43 4,440 2,982 2,223 1,447 3,670 83 
5 43 4,980 2,982 2,223 1,558 3,781 716 
6 41 $ 5,160 $ 3,309 $ 2,223 $1,595 $ 3,818 14% 
al 37 5,880 2,910 2,223 1,657 3,880 66 
8 33 6,000 3,637 2,223 1,660 3,883 65 
9 32 6,240 4,224 2,223 1,667 3,890 62 
10 25 6,300 4,163 1,980 1,668 3,648 58 
11 34 $ 7,620 $ 3,375 Si232238 $1,676 $ 3,899 51% 
12 41 1,644 3,459 2223 1,676 3,899 51 
13 42 7,416 4,323 2,594 1,676 4,270 58 
14 36 1,776 3,362 223 1,676 3,899 50 
15 36 7,920 5,580 3,047 1,676 4,723 69 
16 13 $ 7,080 $ 5,653 $ 1,162 $1,676 $ 2,838 40% 
17 39 7,524 4,261 2,474 1,676 4,150 55 
18 38 7,680 3,924 2,266 1,676 3,942 51 
19 41 7,800 3,877 2,326 1,676 4,002 51 
20 37 8,280 Sieh) 2,223 1,676 3,899 47 
Di 41 $ 8,160 $ 4,543 $ 2,726 $1,676 $ 4,402 54% 
22 36 8,520 4,056 2,223 1,676 3,899 46 
23 42 9,270 6,214 3,728 1,676 5,404 58 
24 40 9,300 5,285 ees hgh! 1,676 4,847 52 
25 43 9,960 4,325 2,595 1,676 4,271 43 
26 42 $10,512 $ 6,627 $ 3,976 $1,676 $ 5,652 54% 
27 38 10,920 4,891 2,795 1,676 4,471 41 
28 18 11,040 6,552 1,780 1,676 3,456 31 
29 32 12,000 6,254 3,030 1,676 4,706 39 
30 38 13,200 6,886 3,956 1,676 5,632 43 
31 44 $13,860 $ 6,775 $ 4,065 $1,676 $ 5,741 41% 
32 43 15,400 7,494 4,496 1,676 6,172 40 
33 41 17,280 6,942 4,165 1,676 5,841 34 
34 41 18,000 8,806 5,284 1,676 6,960 39 
35) 32 18,600 9,796 4,629 1,676 6,305 34 
36 42 $20,400 $10,240 $ 6,144 $1,676 $ 7,820 38% 
37 42 21,060 11,033 6,620 1,676 8,296 39 
38 43 25,488 16,137 9,682 1,676 11,358 45 
39 42 30,000 9,566 5,740 1,676 7,416 25 
40 41 36,600 22,187 13,312 1,676 14,988 41 





Note: Sample of 40 actual clergymen shown was selected from a total of 142 born in 


1899 and 1900. 
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B. RECOMMENDED CHANGES IN BENEFITS FOR THE CLERGY 
Normal Retirement 


1. Change the benefit-formula from 1.5% of career-average pay 
(with its present maximum of forty years) to a 1.1% of the average 
salary of the highest ten consecutive years, for each year of service, 
with no maximum. 

Such a change will usually result in substantially increased pen- 
sions. It will also provide a built-in. adjustment for pre-retirement 
inflation, a more equitable pension consistent with acutal retirement- 
age earnings, and would eliminate a minor but irritating limitation 
for clergymen ordained before age 28 or those who work the maxi- 
mum years until mandatory retirement at age 72. 


2. Increase the housing-allowance from 20% to 25%. Currently, 
the 15% assessment is figured on the cash-salary paid the clergyman, 
plus an allowance for utilities, plus 20% of his salary as the assumed 
value of his housing. Recent surveys show that the median value of 
housing is now in the order of 25%, and two other Church pension- 
plans have recently changed from 15% to 25%. This recommenda- 
tion will result in a 4% increase in the payroll on which the 15% 
assessment is made, hence would entail a very minor increase in 
pension-cost to the Church. This is the only recommendation made 
in this report which will increase pension costs. All the other im- 
provements can be financed from the existing 15% assessment. 


3. Reduce normal retirement-age from age 68 to age 65. This 
would provide a voluntary full-pension retirement-date consistent 
with Social Security—the mandatory date would remain at 72, as 
provided by Canon. 


4. Consider the possibility of post-retirement options for clergy- 
men to provide alternate benefit-choices at their retirement, such as 
a variable annuity. 


5. Increase the minimum from $2,223 to $2,500, prorated for 
less than 25 years service, rather than 28, with a restriction that 
these pensions may not exceed 100% of the average salary of the 
highest ten consecutive years of service. 


Early Retirement 


1. Reduce the minimum age for voluntary retirement from age 
65 to age 60, with an actuarially reduced pension. 

Since this, also, contemplates using the changed normal-retirement 
base of 65, the net effect would be a substantial increase in early- 
Saat pensions payable to those who choose or need to retire 
early. 
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2. Change from career-average pay-formula to the same 1.1% of 
the average of the highest ten consecutive years, as proposed above 
for normal retirement. 

This would also provide substantially higher early-retirement pen- 
sions, although the actuarial reduction would still be considerable. 
For example, the immediate pension payable at age 60 would be 
approximately half of the pension which would be accrued if service 
continues to age 65. 


Disability Retirement 


Change benefit to relate directly in all cases to projected years of 
ministry; i.e., years between ordination-date and age 65. The current 
benefit provides this for all ordinations except those ordained before 
age 28, who are eligible only for a maximum benefit of 60% of 
career-average pay. 

The 1.1% of highest-ten-consecutive-years-average formula would 
apply for each year of service, including projected service to age 65. 
The minimum-benefit would also be changed from the $2,223 to the 
$2,500 minimum, as for normal retirement. 


Vested Rights 


Add a provision to the plan granting to a clergyman who, after 
the new plan becomes effective, is deposed or whose renunciation is 
accepted after ten or more years of active ministry, a deferred vested 
pension payable to him at age 65 equal to the amount accrued at 
the time of his deposition/renunciation. 

The cost of this provision is statistically negligible. Some vesting 
of this kind is a now-virtually-standard practice in industrial and 
other Church-pension plans. 


Clergymen Already Receiving Pensions 


Replace the year-to-year increases recently introduced by the 
Trustees with a substantial increase now, and adopt a policy of 
reviewing adequacy of pensions from time to time. 


The specific increase proposed would be the highest produced by 
three alternate formulas: 


a. A benefit determined by using the new highest-ten-consecutive- 
years-average formula times years of service until actual re- 
tirement. 

b. Increasing the present benefit by 7.5%. 

c. Using the new $2,500 minimum, prorated for service less than 
25 years. 
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Assessments for Non-Parochial Clergymen 


1. Consider the possibility of adding a period in which service 
may be credited without requirement for assessment-payments for 
clergymen engaged in related graduate studies. Suggested is a maxi- 
mum period of three years (in a career), in an accredited institution, 
when approved by the clergyman’s Bishop. 

2. Consider increasing the minimum assessment to a level com- 
mensurate with the benefits provided by the minimum-pensions. 
This would mean an increase to $750 per year from the present rate 
of $480. This would eliminate the “bargain” inherent in the current 
program. 

3. Consider introducing eligibility-restrictions so that a non- 
parochial minister does not become a member of two pension- 
systems for the same period of service. 


“Grandfather Clause” 


While it is unlikely that an active clergyman would not receive 
increased benefits from the new formulas proposed; nevertheless, it 
is intended that no active clergyman covered by the Fund on the 
date changes are adopted would receive less benefits than those 
provided under the present plan. 


C. RECOMMENDED CHANGES FOR THE SURVIVORS 
Widow’s Pension 


1. Change eligibility for pensions (presently based on the number 
of years married) to a simple three-years-before-retirement require- 
ment. This would eliminate the present inequities with regard to 
second wives and late marriages. Marriages terminated within three 
years by death would still include eligibility for pro-rata benefits. 

2. Split the present formula (of .75% of career-average-pay times 
years married) to a separate pre-retirement and post-retirement bene- 
fit as follows: 


Pre-retirement death: Pension of .55% of average of the highest- 
ten-consecutive-years pay times the number of years from ordination 
to age 65. 


Post-retirement death: Pension of 50% of husband’s pension. 


3. Round upwards the minimum pension from $1,482 to $1,500. 
Because of the major change in formula, the minimum pension 
would be less important than under the present formula. 
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Children’s Benefit 


Round upwards the existing “orphans” benefit (and change the 
name to “Children’s Benefit”) to the next $50 multiple as follows: 


Current Proposed 
Age of Child Annual Benefit Annual Benefit 
Under 7 $444.60 $450. 
7 to 14 592.80 600. 
14 to 21 741.00 750. 


Lump-Sum Death-Benefit 


1. Expand eligibility for the lump-sum death-benefit (now 
$1,000) from only the widow, or guardian of surviving minor chil- 
dren (if no widow), to “any named beneficiary”. This would 
eliminate an inequity, inasmuch as the lump-sum is not currently 
paid upon the death of a bachelor or a widower without minor 
children. 

2. Split the benefit into a pre-retirement and post-retirement 
amount, the pre-retirement amount to be a temporary benefit only 
until such time as a national group-life plan may be adopted by the 
Church to replace the Fund benefit and provide an adequate pre- 
retirement death-benefit. 

3. Increase the death-benefit to any named beneficiary from 
$1,000 to $2,000. 


IV. COLLATERAL COMMENTS AND SUGGESTIONS 
A. ORGANIZATION OF THE TRUSTEES 


Currently, there are 24 Trustees, who are elected to nine-year 
terms by the General Convention. They meet annually, with interim 
operations under the direction of two committees. 

The Executive Committee, composed of ten members, meets eight 
or nine times a year and operates largely as the policy- and decision- 
making group for the Fund. 

The Finance Committee, composed of five members, meets for- 
mally only once or twice a year but maintains frequent contact by 
telephone and correspondence on security transactions. Currently, 
its members are also members of the Executive Committee. 


Comment and Recommendation 


It is recommended that the Trustees consider their organizational 
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makeup and actual operations. Specifically, it is suggested that the 
desirability of two changes be examined carefully: 


—Hold more frequent meetings of the Trustees. 


—Reduce the term from the present period of nine years to six 
years and add a restriction on service to two consecutive terms 
(12 years). This would insure a regular infusion of “new 
blood” and require a specific, rather than indefinite, commit- 
ment more consistent with today’s circumstances. 


B. COMMUNICATIONS 


In light of the improvements recommended and of the many ex- 
pressions of interest the Committee has received, it is timely for the 
Fund to implement the major effort it is now making in the area of 
communication—with the clergy, the parishes, and the beneficiaries. 

A number of specific suggestions, comments, and recommenda- 
tions were considered by the Committee and its Consultant. Most of 
these are already being placed into effect, and others will undoubt- 
edly be added by the Fund management. Included in this group were 
the following: 


—Strive for understanding, making every attempt to clarify mis- 
understanding. 


—Meet the clergy face-to-face and in meetings whenever possible. 


—Develop a simple plan-booklet, as brief and as personalized as 
possible. 

—Establish a new plan-document, clarifying plan-rules and pro- 
visions. 

—lIssue the annual report in a briefer, less technical, format (as 
indeed has now been done). 


—Tailor the “Protection Points” mailing-piece to encourage 
questions. 


—Develop individual, personalized, statements for each clergy- 
man, ideally to be updated annually. 


—Institute a specific program assisting clergymen in preparation 
for retirement. 


C. SOCIAL SECURITY 


Currently, a clergyman may enroll in Social Security on a volun- 
tary basis, on the same basis as a “self-employed” person. Once 
enrolled, the decision is irrevocable. 
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Understanding Social Security 


In recent years, the rate of the enrollment of clergymen in Social 
Security has been falling off, and a major reason is undoubtedly a 
lack of understanding of the very substantial benefits provided by 
Social Security and of their importance to an individual in his own 
planning. 

Often, a clergyman will judge the value of Social Security only 
by the retirement-income amount, or even the primary amount, pro- 
vided under the then-current provisions, ignoring two major facets: 

1. Like The Church Pension Fund, the benefits for Disability 
and for Survivors are very substantial—currently up to $309 per 
month in terms of income. For the younger clergy the death- 
benefits alone are the equivalent of $40,000 to $50,000 in life 
insurance, 

2. Benefits are subject to upward revision by action of Con- 
gress, thus providing a “built-in bonus”. In fact, it is virtually 
certain that benefits will be increased in the future (to compen- 
sate for inflation, if for no other reason) as they have in the past. 
For example, the original maximum family benefit of $85 is now 
$368. 


Integration of the Fund Benefits with Social Security 


From a pension-planning standpoint, in the Committee’s judgment, 
Social Security ought to be compulsory for the clergy, as it is for 
other employees of the Church. In any case, financing an adequate 
pension-plan without utilization of Social Security is impractical. 

Under present circumstances, it is not possible to enforce a com- 
pulsory enrollment of the clergy. The most the Church and the Fund 
can do is to encourage, as strongly as possible, clergymen to enroll 
in the Social Security Program when eligible. 


D. CLERGY SALARIES 


No review of the Church’s pension-program would be complete 
without the comment that an adequate pension-benefit cannot be pro- 
duced by a plan-formula alone—the underlying salary-levels of the 
clergy must be adequate. 


Statistical Comparisons 


In the fifty years of the Fund, average clergy-salaries have in- 
creased about 3% per year. The severe effect of the depression upon 
clergy-salary levels can be seen by comparing the increase of 4% 
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per year in the 26 years since 1940, with ay 2.5% per year for 
the 36 years since 1930. 

The most significant comparison, however, comes from wage- 
level comparisons with private industry. For example, the average 
wage in 1930 was about 45% of the average clergy-salary, whereas 
in 1965 the average wage had risen to 77%. In the higher-paying 
chemical industry, the average wage was 54% of clergy-salaries in 
1930, but had‘ risen to 102% in 1965. 


Economic Considerations 


Despite the noblest of intentions and motives, it should be obvious 
that it is difficult for a man to do his best work while beset by finan- 
cial worries. It is well established in industry that salaries are a key 
factor in recruiting, training, motivating, and retaining high-caliber 
personnel. This Committee strongly endorses every effort being made 
to improve clergy-salaries. 


E. GROUP-INSURANCE PROGRAMS 


The Committee endorses the development of adequate group-life 
insurance and medical-care programs for the clergy and its bene- 
ficiaries. Such protection is a vital supplement to an adequate 
pension-program. 


Current Programs 


Currently, group-insurance programs are established on a diocesan 
level—some Dioceses have instituted programs, others have not. 
About 5,000 of the clergy, according to available data, have no 
group-life coverage at all. About 1,000 clergy-families have no 
basic-type medical-care coverage, although they may have some 
form of comprehensive or major-medical-type coverage. About 
3,000 of the clergy-families have no “catastrophe” (major-medical) 
coverage. 


Group-Life Coverage 


The most economical plan would be a national, Church-paid, 
group-life, plan through the Church Life Insurance Corporation, 
having the following elements: 
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—Coverage should terminate at age 65 or upon retirement; post- 
retirement benefits should be provided by the Fund with its 
established reserves. 

—Coverage should be a uniform $10,000, 

—An accidental Death & Dismemberment coverage should be 
considered in an amount equal to the basic amount. 


Medical-Care Coverage 


To supplement the current diocesan basic plans, a national Church 
Life major-medical-expense program paid by the Church should be 
considered, including the following elements: 


—Coverage should be as broad as possible, with minimal restric- 
tions. 

—Only one “deductible” amount (in addition to expenses cov- 
ered by Blue Cross or other base-plan) should be used, as 
small as possible, probably $100. 

—Maximum benefit should be as high as possible, probably 
$25,000. 


Enabling Resolution 


Resolved, the House of _________ concurring, That the Report 
of the Committee to Review the Role of The Church Pension Fund 
be accepted in principle by this General Convention, as the basis 
for an early revision and adjustment of the rules of The Church Pen- 
sion Fund, as soon as this is practicable. 
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V. SUMMARY 


CHURCH PENSION FUND 


Attached is a summary comparison of major provisions of the pres- 
ent Church Pension Fund plan and the Committee’s proposed plan. 


Comparison of Present and Proposed Plans 


PROVISION 
Definition of ‘‘Pay”’ 


Normal Retirement 
Eligibility 
Formula 
Minimum 

Early Retirement 
Eligibility 
Formula 

Deferred Retirement 
Maximum Age 
Benefit 

Disability Retirement 
Eligibility 
Formula 


Minimum 


Vesting (leaving minis- 
try before retirement) 


Widow’s Pension 
Eligibility 
Minimum 


Children’s Benefits 


Lump-Sum Death- 
Benefit 


Assessment Cost 
To Clergy 
To Parish 


PRESENT PLAN 


Cash salary, plus utility al- 
lowance, plus 20% for house 
(40% for housing and board) 


Age 68 
Career-Pay plan—1.5% of ca- 


reer av. x yrs. of serv. 
(max. 40 yrs.) 
$2223, for 28 yrs. of serv. 
Age 65 


Actuarial reduction from 68 


Age 72 
Pension accrues, max. of 40 
yrs. 


Total and Permanent Disabil- 


60% of career-av. pay, if 
ord. before 28; if after, 
1.5% of career-ay. pay x 
yrs. from ord. to age 68 

$2323 if ord. before age 40 


None 

Based on years married (or 
ord. if later)—.75% of ca- 
reer-avy. pay x yrs. (max. 
of 30%) 


$1482, if ord. before age 40 


Up to age 7 $444.60 
Age 7 to 14 592.80 
Age 14 to 21 741.00 


$1000, payable only to the 
widow or guardian of minor 
children if no widow survives 


None 
15% of ‘Pay’ as defined 


PROPOSED PLAN 


Same, but 25% for housing 
(50% for room and board) 


Age 65 

Final-Pay plan—1.1% of high- 
est-ten-consec.-yrs. av. xX yIs. 
of serv. (mo max. yrs.) 

$2500, for 25 yrs. of serv. 


Age 60 (10 yrs. of serv.) 
Actuarial reduction from 65 


Same 
Pension accrues, no max. of 
yrs. 


Same 

1.1% of highest-ten-consec.- 
yrs.-av. x yrs. from ord. to 
age 65 


$2500 if ord. before age 40 


After 10 yrs. in ministry, full 
accrued pension paid at 65 


Pre-retire.—.55% of highest- 
ten-consec.-yrs.-av. x pro- 
jected yrs. to age 65 

Post-retire.—50% of husband’s 
pension. 

$1500, yrs. marriage; pro- 
rated tor less 


Rounded to $450 

600 

750 
$2000, payable to any named 
beneficiary. (Note, pre-re- 
tire benefit may later be 


replaced by group-life pro- 
gram) 


None 
15% of “Pay” as redefined 
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APPENDIX 5 


REPORT OF THE HOUSE OF BISHOPS’ COMMITTEE 
ON 
PLACEMENT OF THE CLERGY 


I. INTRODUCTION 


The House of Bishops, meeting in Wheeling, West Virginia, in 
1966, adopted two Resolutions, both calling for the appointment of 
a committee to give thought to, and to make recommendations con- 
cerning, clergy-placement. Pursuant to these Resolutions, the Pre- 
a Bishop named the following Committee on Placement of the 

ergy: 


Rt. Rev. Charles F. Hall, Rev. George E. Ross 

Chairman Very Rev. George M. Alexander 
Rt. Rev. W. Appleton Lawrence William K. Selden 
Rt. Rev. Robert L. DeWitt Hershner Cross 


Rt. Rev. C. Gresham Marmion Harold B. Whitman, Jr., Ph.D. 
Rt. Rev. Richard B. Martin Rev. Shelby Rooks 


Rt. Rev. G. Francis Burrill Rev. Jones B. Shannon 
Consultants 
Rev. Canon Charles M. Guilbert Rev. Tollie L. Caution 


Rev. Robert N. Rodenmayer 


There have been two meetings of the full Committee, at the 
Episcopal Church Center, on April 12 and 13 and on June 2, 1967. 
Additional work has been done by sub-committees, and by indi- 
vidual members of the Committee. 


Il. THE REPORT 
Initial Findings 


It was quickly evident to the Committee that the subject of 
clergy-placement is one of great complexity; in fact, of such com- 
plexity, that, in the time available, only a survey of the terrain was 
possible, except for giving attention to certain urgent matters of 
canonical relationships. 

The initial findings of the Committee can be briefly stated: the 
deployment-policy of the Church is outmoded and inadequate. As 
one of the members of the Committee put the matter, “We are 
using horse-and-buggy tactics in a jet age.” 
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One Positive Virtue 


Having said this, the Committee wishes to récord its recognition 
of one positive virtue in the present system; namely, the pastoral 
relationship between the Bishops, the presbyters and deacons, and 
the people in their several parishes. 

Whatever changes may ultimately be made in the Church’s 
policies, this person-to-person relationship must not be jeopardized. 
Indeed, it should be enhanced; and the Committee believes that it 
can be enhanced by enlarging the role of the Bishop, and that, with- 
out reducing the roles of the other parties. The concern that this 
enlargement should be effected certainly underlay the Resolutions 
of the House of Bishops that brought about the creation of this 
Committee. To this concern the Committee gave priority, and, on 
the basis of it, is proposing certain canonical changes, which are 
appended to this Report. 


Wide-spread Dissatisfaction 


The Committee, however, is aware of a deep frustration and a 
wide-spread dissatisfaction throughout the Church (especially, of 
course, in the clergy, but by no means restricted to the ordained 
Ministry) about outmoded personnel practices, wasted manpower, 
and missed opportunities for outreach and mission. From the 
anxious Candidate in his Senior year of Seminary, through the “for- 
gotten man” in the isolated back-water parish and the “square-peg 
in the round hole”, to the retired, vigorous, talented, but unused 
retired parson, comes a swelling protest against indecision and 
apathy in this vital area of the Church’s life. 


Unfinished Business 


The Committee was presented with four matters that demand 
attention, but which could not receive proper consideration, because 
of the terminus ad quem of this Committee (namely, that it should 
Report to the House of Bishops at the 1967 General Convention). 
The urgent matters are the following: 


1. Tenure 


There is obvious value in the independence of the clergy of this 
Church from the uncertainty which would result from periodic re- 
newals of term-contracts of employment. The voice of prophecy can 
often be effectually stilled by the threat of economic sanctions. 
Moreover, the Church as a whole is the stronger because of the 
provision that a clergyman is not free to lay down responsibilities 
that are difficult and strenuous upon his mere whim or the attraction 
of “greener pastures”. 
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On the other hand, many a parish has languished because a min- 
istry among them, begun with verve, imagination, and vision, has 
become pedestrian and lack-lustre. And many a parson has sunk 
into lethargy because his abilities exceed the capacity of the con- 
gregation to respond in vigorous outreach into the community. One 
possible solution to the situation is 


2. Periodic Re-evaluation of the Pastoral Relationship 


Other Christian Churches, and other institutions in society, have 
had encouraging success with regular, anticipated, re-evaluations of 
personnel and of job-descriptions. Not all procedures that are valid 
in one institution are transferrable to other and differing situations, 
and this may well be one which cannot be adapted to pastoral rela- 
tionships in the Episcopal Church. But it deserves to be studied, 
without pre-conceptions, and ought not to be rejected out of hand 
because of the admitted difficulty, under present conditions, of 
helping a parson, who ought (for his own good, for the good of his 
own people, for the good of the whole Church) to move, to find a 
place where his peculiar abilities and strengths can best be used. 
Part of the difficulty resides in the casual, inefficient, and almost ex- 
clusively local procedures for the calling of clergymen to parishes. 
This suggests the desirability of a 


3. Clerical-Information Depository and Referral Bureau 

A national agency for gathering and storing (and for retrieving) 
accurate and up-to-date information about every clergyman of the 
Church, containing not only the bare facts of his life (which are 
available in the Clerical Directory), but also about his interests, 
his special skills, his family, and his willingness to be considered 
for another cure, could serve the Church well in facilitating the 
strategic movement of clergymen across diocesan lines. 

Despite residual uneasiness about automation, such a depository 
ought to make use of the most sophisticated techniques of data- 
processing. To do so would not be to mechanize the decision 
processes, but to make available, quickly and accurately, to those 
who have the responsibility for decisions, the information they 
need to make those decisions intelligently. Such groups, also, could 
be greatly helped by 


4. A Guide For Calling a Rector 
Because of the virtual autonomy of parish units, and their conse- 
quent isolation one from another, many a vestry, faced with the 
prospect (or the fact) of a vacancy in the rectorship, proceeds 
(with what sometimes approaches panic) to its important task as 
though no one had ever trod the path before. The result is, fre- 
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quently, that vestries ask themselves the wrong questions and are 
moved by superficial considerations to enter into relationships 
which could be disastrous for all concerned. One member of the 
Committee has had a very fruitful, and rather extensive, experience 
of counselling with vestries, and has begun work on a manual, which, 
when refined and tested by the experiences of others, could provide 
much-needed help for vestries that take seriously what could be 
the most important task they ever perform. 


Need for Continuing Study 


All of the foregoing areas of inquiry, still really unexamined, 
suggest the necessity for a Joint Commission of the General Con- 
vention, which would take over the tasks merely adumbrated by 
your Committee. Widely representative of the Church, provided 
with funds by the General Convention to do its task, and responsible 
and accountable to the Convention itself, such a Commission would 
have the authority, the time, and the facilities for bringing the 
study to a satisfactory conclusion. 


Massachusetts Study 


The proposed Joint Commission would also have available for 
its consideration the data being developed in the tri-diocesan pilot- 
study of manpower-management, initiated and financed by a spe- 
cial grant of the Diocese of Massachusetts. This Committee wishes 
to express its appreciation to the Diocese of Massachusetts for mak- 
ing such a study, under professional guidance, possible, and for 
offering itself as a “guinea-pig” in the process. 


Montana Resolution 


Finally, the Committee commends to the General Convention 
the Resolution adopted by the House of Bishops in its 1965 Special 
Meeting, held in West Glacier, Montana, on the subject of non- 
discrimination in the placement of clergymen. 


Ill, GENERAL RECOMMENDATIONS 


Resolution #1 


Resolved, the House of Deputies concurring, That there be 
established a Joint Commission on the Deployment of the Clergy, 
composed of four Bishops, four Presbyters, and four Lay Persons; 
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the said Joint Commission to be charged with investigating and 
studying (with a view to making recommendations thereon to the 
63rd General Convention) such matters as 
a. Current and future manpower needs of the Church, 
b. Methods for the more efficient deploying of the Church’s or- 
dained ministry, 
. Means for facilitating the processes of clergy-placement, 
. Types of auxiliary ministries—their recruiting and training, 
. Tenure, 
Continuing education, and re-education for special ministries. 


Resolution #2 


Resolved, the House of Deputies concurring, That there be ap- 
propriated, from the budget of the General Convention, the sum of 
$30,000.00 for the fiscal triennium 1967-1970, for the contingent 
expenses of the Joint Commission on the Deployment of the Clergy. 


Resolution #3 


Resolved, the House of Deputies concurring, That there be ap- 
propriated, in the General Church Program, the sum of $50,000.00 
for each of the years 1968, 1969, and 1970; the said sums to be 
allocated to the Division of Christian Ministries of the Home De- 
partment, for the purpose of establishing and maintaining a central 
clergy-information depository and referral bureau. 


Resolution +4 


Resolved, the House of Deputies concurring, That this 62nd 
General Convention affirm and endorse the Resolution adopted by 
the House of Bishops in its Special Meeting of 1965, which Resolu- 
tion reads as follows: 

1. That qualified Negro clergymen be included in appointments, 

wherever Bishops have authority to make such appointments, 

such as in diocesan missions, and in cathedral and other staff 
positions. 

2. That all Bishops recommend clergymen to vestries, for elec- 

tion as rectors, on the basis of merit, without regard to race or 

color, and that Bishops encourage rectors and vestries needing 
curates to call Negro curates, especially to predominantly white 
churches. 

3. That all Bishops make appointments of Negro clergymen to 

diocesan positions of leadership, not exclusively in the field of 

Christian Social Relations. 

4. That the House of Bishops urge the Overseas Department to 

seek out Negroes for appointment in the overseas field. 


>o a0 
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5. That all Bishops enlist Negro students for the priesthood in 
their Dioceses, with the understanding that they will have oppor- 
tunities for placement not limited to prédominantly Negro 
parishes. 

6. That the House of Bishops urge the Executive Council spe- 
cifically to include Negroes in all recruitment programs for all 
professional vocations in the Church. 

7. That all Bishops having to do with appointments of clergy- 
men and lay persons to seminary, college, and school faculties, 
and other Church institutions, strongly use the episcopal office 
for securing Negro as well as white persons for these positions. 
8. That the preceding principles and actions apply with equal 
validity to other ethnic and racial groups within the life of the 
Church. 


IV. PROPOSED CANONICAL CHANGES 


Preamble 


The problem of clergy-placement in the Episcopal Church is a 
complicated one. Once a man is ordained to the priesthood, his 
principal assets (in some combination) for success in the ministry 
(meaning service to God and the Church and self-fulfillment) are 
his own spirit of devotion; his intelligence, his ability to grow 
and to change—including his ability. to assess and evaluate changing 
situations and fresh opportunities—his relationships to his congrega- 
tion, his Bishop, his fellow-clergymen, and his wife. 


The Situation 


All professions contain persons of differing competence, con- 
fronted by varying opportunities. A clergyman of marked ability is 
usually able to make his way to a place where he can serve God 
and the Church usefully. In many cases a man, because of his view 
of the ministry, will choose to stay where he is instead of “moving 
up”. And there are difficult situations, such as the inner city and 
certain small or isolated communities, where able and willing men 
need to be encouraged and supported to fulfill their ministries by 
staying where they are. 

A man of little ability, or one caught in a web of circumstances, 
is likely to become a problem to himself, to his Bishop, and often to 
his family. He is not likely to receive calls to other places. In many 
instances, such a man should not have gone into the ministry in the 
first place; he may be able to serve God and the Church better in 
some other way. To this end, we suggest an amendment to Canon 
60, proposing an honorable exit for such persons. 
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A man of average ability (and the majority of the clergy is in 
this category) is likely to find himself in situations of middling in- 
terest and fulfillment, unable to meet the needs of his family and 
usually unable to move. This is also sometimes true of men of 
marked ability who are miscast. Many such men might be helped 
in various ways to discover resources, both in their communities 
and in themselves, of which they are presently unaware. 

(Note: The median size of the approximately 7500 congrega- 

tions in the Episcopal Church is 171 communicants. The median 

salary is something under $6,000.00) 


How does one move? 


There frequently comes a time when a parish priest will wish to 
move, for very good reasons, and there may come a time when he 
ought to move. When a man wishes to move, he may let this be 
known to his Bishop, who may or may not have something to sug- 
gest. But, in any case, his Bishop cannot “place” him in another 
parish, even if he wishes to do so; the best he can do is to commend 
the man to vestries of parishes within his Diocese or to other 
Bishops. Seldom is any unit larger than the parish (and usually only 
a small part of that) involved in the calling of a rector, an act 
which influences a much wider area than that parish. The legiti- 
mate interest of the Diocese can be secured by involving the Bishop 
in the calling process at every stage. To that end we propose a 
change in Canon 46. 

The man himself can write to his friends, to his seminary dean 
(if he has one who knows him), to a staff member of the Execu- 
tive Council, to another Bishop or Bishops. If he writes too many 
such letters he is likely to create suspicions about his ability. The 
facts being what they are, Bishops of Dioceses having a larger num- 
ber of parishes that pay adequate salaries are likely to receive more 
of these letters, though in desperation a man will write to anyone 
he thinks may know him favorably. 


Parish expectations 


It is easy for us to forget that the expectations of the parishes 
have much to do with the sort of men they call, and with the 
shaping of the ministry among them. Here are some sample ques- 
tions for a parish vestry or calling committee: 

I. What are we supposed to be doing here? 
What is the “good news” for our town or city? 
How is this to be translated into our actual living-situations? 

II. What is our actual situation, our “image’’? 

What would (or does) a fair-minded, uncommitted person 
observe in living among us? 
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What do we observe about.ourselves? 
III. What needs to be changed in our parish? 
What can be changed? 
What are the real needs of our community and with which 
of these are we best able to deal? 
Where to start? 
IV. Therefore, what sort of leadership do we need? 
What do we want our pastor to do, to be? 
What do we want to do with him? 


New forms of Ministry 


A man of greater or lesser ability may be interested in some new 
form of ministry, rather than the more usual parish ministry. The 
difficulties here are in defining such a ministry and in finding a 
salary for it. This will change. Most parish clergymen are not pre- 
pared technically to take other jobs unless they have kept up with 
a former trade or profession (which is not likely), or unless they 
have more than usual administrative ability. Some could be equipped 
for other positions—social work or counseling, for instance—if 
time and money could be found for such preparation. 


Removals 


Provision should be made, as we have said, for a man to leave 
the ministry without prejudice, to serve God and society and him- 
self in some other way. Similarly, provision should be made for a 
man’s removal, when, in the eyes of the Church (the Bishop and 
other responsible and representative people), he is doing obvious 
harm to the ministry and mission of the Church, but is not present- 
able on any canonical grounds (See proposed change in Canon 45). 


Planning instead of fumbling 


It seems to your Committee that, in the whole area of clergy- 
placement, the Church is in need of planning, rather than fumbling 
and hoping for the best. The crucial areas appear to be recruitment, 
screening, education for ministry in a changing society (or re-edu- 
cation), evaluation, and a re-thinking of the canonical machinery 
and of the mores and expectations which govern our present prac- 
tice. 

To this end, your Committee, while convinced that more basic 
changes are necessary for the good of the Church and its mission, 
makes certain specific recommendations to be put before the General 
Convention in September, 1967. 
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Proposed Amendments 


Resolution +:5 


Resolved, the House of Deputies concurring, That Canon 46 be, 
and the same is hereby, amended, so that the first three Sections 
thereof shall read as follows: 

Sec. 1. The maintenance of Divine services in a vacant Parish 
or Congregation shall be the responsibility of the duly constituted 
authorities thereof. If such authorities shall fail to make provi- 
sion therefor, it shall be the duty of the Bishop to take such 
measures as he may deem expedient for the temporary main- 
tenance of such services. 

Sec. 2(a). When a Parish or Mission Congregation becomes 
vacant, or is about to become vacant, the Churchwardens or 
other proper officers shall notify the fact to the Bishop or 
Ecclesiastical Authority, who shall, within the space of thirty 
days, make known to the body in that Congregation authorized 
to elect the Rector or Clergyman-in-charge thereof the name or 
names of clergymen whom he proposes to nominate for the 
vacant cure. He shall, at the same time, set a date, not more 
than sixty days thereafter, when he or his deputy (together with 
the Diocesan Nominating Committee, if there be such) will meet 
with the electing body of the Congregation, or a Committee 
thereof, to consider the persons whom he will then nominate and 
any others who may have been suggested by the said electing 
body, they having submitted such names to the Bishop at least 
ten days prior to such meeting. 

(b). In the event that either party shall, after the afore- 
mentioned conference, wish to introduce the name or names of 
additional clergymen, the same shall be notified to the other 
party, and an additional conference shall be arranged for and 
held. 

Sec. 3. No election of a Rector or Clergyman-in-charge shall 
be completed until the name of the clergyman whom it is pro- 
posed to elect shall have been made known to the Bishop or 
Ecclesiastical Authority, and until his concurrence in the election 
shall have been secured. In the event of the Bishop’s non-concur- 
rence, which must be communicated to the electing body within 
thirty days, the nomination procedure set forth above shall begin 
de novo, and shall continue until an election is complete. 


and be it further 


Resolved, the House of Deputies concurring, That Sections 4 and 
5 of the present Canon 46 continue unchanged as Sections 4 and 5, 
respectively, of Canon 46 as amended. 
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Resolution +6 


Resolved, the House of Deputies concurring, That Canon 60 be, 
and the same is hereby, amended, in respect of the Title and Sec- 
tion 1 thereof, so as to read as follows: 


CANON 60 
Of Removals from the Ministry 


Sec. 1. If any Minister shall come to the conclusion that he 
has mistaken his vocation to Holy Orders in this Church, he 
shall make known to the Bishop of the Diocese or Missionary 
District in which he is canonically resident his desire to with- 
draw from that Ministry and to return to lay communion in the 
Church. The Bishop shall associate with himself the clerical mem- 
bers of the Standing Committee (or Council of Advice) for the 
purpose of hearing and consulting with the said Minister in per- 
son concerning his decision. With the adviceand consent of said 
clerical members, the Bishop may proceed to receive from the 
said Minister his voluntary relinquishment of the privileges, and 
release him from the obligations, of the Ministerial office, and 
shall cause his name to be removed from the roll of the clergy. 
He shall duly record and give canonical notice of the action and 
shall furnish a copy of the same to the Minister so released. A 
Minister so released from his obligations may be permitted to re- 
sume the same by the Bishop of the Diocese or Missionary Dis- 
trict in which the Removal was effected, with the advice and 
consent of the Standing Committee (or Council of Advice) 
thereof. 


Sec. 2. If any Minister of this Church not under presentment 
shall declare in writing to the Ecclesiastical Authority of the 
Diocese or Missionary District in which he is canonically resi- 
dent his renunciation of the Ministry of this Church, and his 
desire to be removed therefrom, it shall be the duty of the 
Ecclesiastical Authority to record the declaration and request so 
made. The Bishop, being satisfied that the person so declaring 
is not amenable for any canonical offense, and that his renuncia- 
tion of the Ministry is not occasioned by foregoing misconduct 
or irregularity, but is voluntary and for causes, assigned or 
known, which do not affect his moral character, shall lay the 
matter before the Standing Committee (or Council of Advice), 
and with their advice and consent he may pronounce that such 
renunciation is accepted, and that the Minister is deprived of the 
right to exercise the gifts and spiritual authority as a Minister of 
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God’s Word and Sacraments conferred on him in his Ordination, 
and shall cause his name to be stricken from the roll of the clergy. 
He shall also declare in pronouncing and recording such action 
that it was for causes which do not affect the man’s moral char- 
acter, and shall, if desired, give a certificate to that effect to the 
person so deprived. 

Sec. 3. In all other cases of renunciation of the Ministry, where 
there may be a question of foregoing misconduct or irregularity, 
the Bishop shall defer final action upon the declaration for three 
months, and shall, meanwhile, suspend the Minister and lay the 
matter before the Standing Committee of the Diocese, with 
whose consent, at the expiration of the three-month period, he 
shall pronounce the sentence of Deprivation. 

Sec. 4(a). The Bishop shall give due notice of every such 
Removal, Deprivation, or Deposition from the Ministry, in the 
form in which the same is recorded, and in accordance with the 
provisions of Canon 64, Section 3 (b). 

(b). The Recorder of Ordinations, in his regular reports to 
the Church, shall clearly distinguish between the several actions 
of Removal, Deprivation, and Deposition. 


and be it further 


Resolved, the House of Deputies concurring, That Section 2 of 
the present Canon 60 continue unchanged as Section 5 of Canon 60 
as amended. 


Resolution #7 


Resolved, the House of Deputies concurring, That Canon 45 be, 
and the same is hereby, amended, by the addition of a new Section, 
to be numbered Section 3; the said Section to read as follows: 

Sec. 3. The Bishop may, on his own initiative, but with the ad- 
vice and consent of the Standing Committee, cite to appear be- 
fore him a Rector or Clergyman-in-charge of a Congregation, 
and the Vestry thereof, if it shall appear to him that there are 
grounds for believing that the relations between the said Clergy- 
man and his Congregation are such, or that the Clergyman has 
become, or has proved to be, so unfitted (through age, or in- 
firmity, or any other cause), that it is not in the best interests of 
the Congregation, or the Clergyman, or the Diocese, that the said 
Clergyman should continue in his cure. 

It shall be the duty of such Clergyman and such Vestry 

(or a delegated Committee thereof), so cited, to meet together 

with the Bishop at the place and time specified. The Bishop shall 

thereupon proceed in the manner set forth in Section 2 of this 

Canon. 
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ANNEX 
Number and Distribution of the Clergy 
As of December 31, 1966 


(Source: Annual Diocesan Reports) 


-1. The Ordained Ministry 
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ACTIVE PRESBYTERS 8,959 


3. Deployment of Active Presbyters 


Parish Ministry (at home and 
Overseas) hott! ger; & 7,300 (81.5 percent) 
Non-parochial Ministries ...... 1,659 (18.5 percent) 


4. Occupations of Non-parochial Presbyters 
College and University Ministries 166 


Armed-Forces Chaplains ...... 142 
In Hospitals and Institutions ... 196 
Teachers and School Administra- 
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TOTAL 1,659 
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APPENDIX 6 


REPORT OF THE 
ADVISORY COMMITTEE ON 
THEOLOGICAL FREEDOM AND 
SOCIAL RESPONSIBILITIES 


On January 12, 1967, the Presiding Bishop called into being a 
Committee to advise him and the House of Bishops in the related 
matters of theological freedom and social responsibilities. 


The Committee was composed of the following members: 


The Rt. Rev. Stephen F. Bayne, Jr., Chairman, Vice-Presi- 
dent, Executive Council of the Episcopal Church, and Director, 
Overseas Department; The Rt. Rev. George W. Barrett, Bishop 
of Rochester; Mr. Louis Cassels, Religion Editor, United Press 
International; The Rev. Dr. Theodore P. Ferris, Rector, Trinity 
Church, Boston; The Rt. Rev. Everett H. Jones, Bishop of West 
Texas; The Rev. Dr. John Macquarrie, Professor, Systematic 
Theology, Union Theological Seminary; The Rev. Dr. Paul S. 
Minear, Professor, New Testament, Yale Divinity School; The 
Rey. Dr. Albert T. Mollegan, Professor, New Testament Lan- 
guage and Literature and Christian Ethics, Virginia Theological 
Seminary; The Rev. Dr. Charles P. Price, The Memorial 
Church, Harvard University; Professor George A. Shipman, 
Graduate School of Public Affairs, University of Washington; 
Dr. David L. Sills, Editor, International Encyclopedia of the 
Social Sciences. 


To assist them in their deliberations, the Committee, with the 
approval of the Presiding Bishop, associated with themselves a body 
of advisors, consisting of the following: 


The Rev. Dr. J. V. Langmead Casserley, Professor, Philos- 
ophy and Theology, Seabury-Western Theological Seminary; 
The Rev. Dr. John Knox, Professor, New Testament, Episcopal 
Theological Seminary of the Southwest; The Rev. Dr. Eric L. 
Mascall, Professor, Historical Theology, University of London; 
The Rt. Rev. Paul Moore, Jr., Suffragan Bishop of Washington; 
The Rev. John Courtney Murray, S.J., Professor, Theology, 
Woodstock College; The Rt. Rev. James A. Pike, Center for the 
Study of Democratic Institutions; The Rt. Rev. John A. T. 
Robinson, Bishop of Woolwich; Mrs. Harold Sorg, Member of 
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the Executive Council of the Episcopal Church; The Rt. Rev. 
Albert R. Stuart, Bishop of Georgia; The Rev. Dr. Arthur A. 
Vogel, Professor, Apologetics and Dogmatic Theology, Na- 
shotah House. 


Introduction 


Your Committee has held three plenary meetings—in New York 
in February, Boston in April, and Greenwich in July. To guide us in 
our work, we asked several theologians and other members of the 
Church to prepare papers on certain questions which seemed central 
in our task. Those papers, most generously written and gratefully 
received, have been published, together with this Report by The Sea- 
bury Press.* Further, four of our advisers—the Rev. Dr. Casserley, 
Bishop Moore, Bishop Pike, and the Rev. Dr. Vogel—were good 
enough to attend our meeting in Boston in person and respond to 
our concerns and questions. Their conversation with us, which was 
fully recorded, was of great assistance. 


In our terms of reference the Presiding Bishop asked us to direct 
our attention to eight areas of concern, as follows: 


1. The theological situation today: the form of the problems as 
now posed, the various alternative opportunities, and the state and 
prospects of the dialogue within our own Church. 


2. The scope of legitimate openness in our Church for theological 
reformation, in the light of what yardsticks may be available to test 
given affirmations or non-affirmations of theologians and others, 
whether episcopal, presbyteral, or lay writers and speakers. 


3. The permissible breadth and variety of modes and manners of 
statement in our time, considering the ever-widening generation gap 
and the rapid change in thought-forms and style of communication. 


4. The subject of “Anglican comprehensiveness” as regards limits, 
if any, beyond which a spokesman may not take himself without, as 
a matter of integrity, renouncing the position of authority in the 
“order” to which he has come. 


5. The issue as to what extent problems, doubts, and new or radi- 
cal positions should be shared with the laity, with the risk of disturb- 
ing some of them. 


* Stephen F. Bayne, Jr., editor, Theological Freedom and Social Respon- 
sibility. New York: The Seabury Press, 1968. 
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6. The scope of freedom in the Church in all these matters, modes 
of official judgments, with special attention to the place of the eccle- 
siastical equivalent of “due process” in the decision-making proce- 
dures on the part of appropriate deciding bodies. 


7. The nature of “heresy” in the light of the increasingly complex 
relationships and interaction between “Faith” and scientific knowl- 
edge, such as has been, and is being, evidenced today. 


8. The role of responsible bodies, such as the House of Bishops, 
in interpreting a wise and effective stance under the umbrella-label 
“Defenders of the Faith”, and including an appraisal of the possible 
Church-wide and world-wide effect of presently provided canonical 
procedures with reference to a trial for heresy. 


As we reflected on these concerns, we felt we probably could best 
respond by subsuming them under three main heads, as follows: 


1. What obligations does the Church have for encouraging theo- 
logical discussion and social criticism? What procedures should it 
provide to fulfill those obligations? 


2. What obligations should participants in such discussions as- 
sume? 


3. What is heresy? How should the Church define, detect, and 
deal with it? 


Those were the questions about which we asked our advisers to 
counsel us. In turn, we hope those same questions will provide a use- 
ful framework for our Report. 


We have prepared the Report in a form which we felt might con- 
veniently serve the Church as an instrument for study and reflection. 
Thus, without presuming to adopt them or include them in the text 
of the Report, we add by reference the advisory papers to it, since we 
feel they are valuable comments on the contemporary situation and 
vocation of the Church. We have also included among the supporting 
papers in the published version of this Report the text of an article 
prepared for Christianity and Crisis by one of our own members, the 
Rev. Dr. John Macquarrie. We state in the Report our convictions 
about both the positive obligation of the Church to encourage the 
study of theological and social issues and also its equal obligation to 
guard and nourish its own unity in Christ. We hope that our findings 
and the supporting papers alike may be used to serve both these 
purposes. 
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We are grateful that the Report is presented with the full support 
of the entire committee. This is not to say that-any one of us neces- 
sarily would have written precisely these pages. Our eleven members 
represent a diverse selection of Churchmen. Three are Bishops. Three 
are laymen in widely different vocations. Three are professional theo- 
logians. Two are men known best for their skills as preachers and 
interpreters. The inclusion in the committee of a theologian not of 
the Anglican tradition, of notable ecumenical experience, made it 
easier for us to approach our task as Christians rather than as men 
trying to cope merely with a problem within the Episcopal Church. 


Finally, we wish to put special emphasis upon the following: 


— positive encouragement by the Christian community of theo- 
logical inquiry and social criticism. 

— preparing laypeople for participation in these, rather than pro- 
tecting them from it. 


— the individual’s obligation to respect the rights of the com- 
munity, and the community’s obligation to ealcoucre the rights of the 
individual. 


— rejection of the concept of “heresy”, and the substitution for it 
of a new approach to errors which threaten the Church’s life. 


We now turn to the substance of our Report, presented under the 
three main heads of our study. 
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What obligations does the Church have for encouraging theological 
discussion and social criticism? What procedures should it provide 
to fulfill those obligations? 


We take “the Church” to mean, not merely certain officers or 
instrumentalities, but the whole body of those united in Christ. We 
would subscribe to Dr. Knox’s description of it as “a real and identi- 
fiable community in human history and . . . as something given by 
God—created in love, for us men and for our salvation, in and 
through an actual historical development culminating in Christ, and 
kept in being by him through the centuries since. I believe that we 
would further agree in finding its essential inner being to consist in 
a shared memory of the Lord Jesus and in a shared experience of the 
Spirit, apprehended not only as God’s Spirit but also as the actual 
living Presence of Christ crucified; and that we should agree also in 
recognizing that, despite its failure and infidelities, this community 
of memory and the Spirit is, and has always been, characterized by a 
distinctive way of life—of thinking, feeling, acting—which is appro- 
priate to, and consequent upon, its nature as the community it is and 
which is, therefore, recognizable and inseparably its own.” 


As this continuing community, the Church owes it to its own 
nature, first of all, to be related to, and to be in constant communi- 
cation with, the world. The obligation to such steady, informed, dia- 
logue, in terms both of thought and action, is not an option; it is the 
Church’s breath of life. Without the constant re-statement of its 
teachings there could be no continuity to its life—it would be no 
more than a memorial society. Equally, without the constant re- 
assessment of its public actions, its witness within society, there 
would be no way to maintain its distinctive way of life, arising from 
its nature. 


The Church also has an obligation to its Creator, who is not only 
the source of the Church’s life and tradition, but of all truth, wherever 
and however discerned. Faithfulness to him, therefore, plainly re- 
quires of the community the ceaseless, restless, arduous work of 
relating his saving acts in the Gospel and the Church to all else that 
he does—that the Gospel may be heard in the terms which any given 
world understands, that the teachings of the community may be held 
in the same frame of reference as that in which all truth is held, that 
the community itself, generation by generation, may fully understand 
its own nature and remember aright the fullness of its tradition. 
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Again, the Church’s obligation to minister in Christ’s name to men 
and women requires that it enter fully into the world’s always-new, 
always-agonizing, search for truth and justice. This search goes on in 
all that men think and do. If the Church is to be an instrument of 
God’s love for mankind, then it is imperative that it be wholeheartedly 
engaged in the world’s arenas of reflection and action, not for the sake 
of its own image or popularity, but because of the love which is its 
commanding duty, as it is its sole treasure. 


These are general’ statements, and not likely to be controversial. 
The painful issues arise when the question shifts to the procedures 
appropriate to the obligations. In our society, the question of what 
is appropriate is perhaps uniquely difficult to answer. It is not easy at 
any time to define the ordered magisterium of the Church, or recon- 
cile it with free and creative interpretations of Christian teaching. In 
the contemporary world, this definition and reconciliation is almost 
impossibly difficult. Suspicious of all authorities, with only fragmen- 
tary communications, skeptical of all precedent and structure, some- 
times skeptical even of the possibility of rational thought itself, with 
only a shadowy sense of continuity with the past, with its generations 
crowding on the heels of generations and yet separated by frightening 
gaps in understanding, our world lacks many of the assumptions 
which served the theological processes of the Christian community 
in time past. Yet it is precisely this world, with its unprecedented 
problems of communication and self-understanding, which has un- 
paralleled political and social decisions to make—decisions from 
which the Church cannot withdraw. 


Our situation is not merely one more example of rebellious youth 
or disenchanted and secularized unbelief. Christians may recognize 
many familiar dynamics; but the contemporary pattern of those 
dynamics is radically and explosively different from any the Chris- 
tian community has had to face in the past. Where there is an appeal 
to authority, especially institutional authority, in our time, it is likely 
to be made for the wrong reason, to establish a refuge from the be- 
wildering uncertainties of our life. Such retreat from encounter is an 
enemy to true theological or social inquiry. 


This is not to say that the Church has lost all ability to communi- 
cate intelligibly with the world or to maintain its own integrity within 
the world. Rejecting corporate authority, the world is all the more 
attracted to the charismatic, the unconventional, the individual. Much 
of this respect may indeed be of little depth and little consequence; 
but it illustrates what we feel to be profoundly important, that the 
ability of the Church to communicate, to enter intelligently into the 
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intellectual and social debate of our time, depends on the degree to 
which the Church seeks solidarity with all men in this present critical 
confrontation. Where it is clear, as in the life and ministry of a sensi- 
tive teacher, that Christians share the world’s pain and uncertainties 
and mean to join in the world’s search for honest answers, fruitful 
engagement in theological and social inquiry becomes a reality. 


Therefore, the first requirement for the Church, in meeting its 
obligations, is that it sincerely mean to share the world’s pain, and 
face with the world the frightening enigmas of its life. Along with 
this, a second characteristic is required, that of devotion to freedom 
of conscience. By itself, this principle is little more than a platitude. 
And it is equally a platitude to say that freedom can be and is abused 
—thrown as a cloak over individualism, eccentricity, even irrespon- 
sibility. This is no new thing. Nevertheless, to espouse freedom as a 
ruling principle entails a risk which the Church, of all human asso- 
ciations, must be the first to be willing to run. Why do we say this? 
Because the Church realizes that a faith which does not liberate 
cannot claim to be the authentic saving faith of Christ. 


That the Church be truly one with humanity and at humanity’s 
side, and that it be seen fully to respect man’s freedom, are the two 
indispensable characteristics of any responsible engagement on the 
theological and social frontiers. Those characteristics grow out of the 
Church’s nature. In turn, they must control the Church’s response. 


We are led, now, to make certain proposals to the Episcopal 
Church. In making them, we recognize that neither the problems nor 
the answers are peculiarly Episcopal; and wherever it may be ap- 
propriate, we would share our suggestions with our companions in 
Christ’s Body. 


First, the Church must now provide new and carefully planned 
opportunities for dialogue, experience, and experiment in these mat- 
ters. These opportunities should be planned to include not only our 
own lay people and the clergy, but also those of other Churches and 
non-Christians as well. Such seminars or institutes, whether spon- 
sored nationally or otherwise, for mutual discussion of, and reflection 
upon, theological and social problems, in settings which will encour- 
age encounter with the world, are essential to the Church’s renewal. 
We do not envisage them as occasional, top-level, episodes but, 
rather, as continuing opportunities, at every level, for engagement in 
a process of corporate renewal. 


Secondly, the Church must provide for the preparation of its lay 
members to engage more responsibly in this encounter, including 
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their preparation for ecumenical dialogue; and the Church must 
undertake this task with a depth and seriousness not always true of 
“Jay training programs”. In a phrase of Bishop Pike’s, “theological 
inquiry and social criticism is something which comes naturally to 
responsible, thinking persons”. If such inquiry and criticism is to be 
informed, stimulated, and representative of the Christian community 
at its best, more will be needed than an encouraging climate of free- 
dom alone. 


Even such a climate cannot always be taken for granted in the 
Church, for there is an uneasiness among some Churchmen—a fear 
lest the laity be not sturdy enough or sensible enough to withstand 
the shock of radical encounter with inquiry or criticism. We share no 
such uneasiness ourselves; but we know it exists; and we can suggest 
no better response to it than Mrs. Sorg’s powerful admonition: 


“The obligation of those in the Church who participate in 
social criticism and theological inquiry is not to retreat, or to 
shield the people by a conspiratorial silence. Their obligation is 
to help people understand doctrine, dogma, and new concepts 
alike, in relationship to life, so that faith may have reality and 
depth. Belief built upon a rock is not shaken by passing winds. 
But the sands of shallow understanding, prejudice, and fearful 
withdrawal, are unstable indeed.” 


Every member of the Church shares in its work and witness— 
well or poorly—and speaks for it. To say that is no subversion of the 
special responsibilities of Bishops and priests. But if laymen are to 
fulfill their responsible ministry of speaking and acting for the Church, 
they have the right to the mature theological preparation they in- 
creasingly seek. This means, in our view, an immediate and massive 
expansion of resources for the laity, such as funds to permit inter- 
ested and qualified laymen to pursue special courses of study, books 
and other teaching aids for individuals and groups, opportunities and 
training for encounter with other Christians and non-Christians, in 
settings designed to stimulate engagement and dialogue, and to lead 
to clearer and more informed witness. 


Thirdly, the Church should establish a co-ordinated, adequately 
financed, and generally understood program for the continuing edu- 
cation of the clergy following ordination. Such a plan would require, 
among others, a system of study-leaves, as well as a re-organization 
of seminary faculties and their duties; and it would be senseless to 
undertake it without the will to make a major investment of energy 
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and time in it. This training should provide more than “refreshment”; 
it should give clergymen first-hand contact with the most threatening 
conflicts; it should qualify them to participate more effectively in 
doctrinal re-statement; it should equip them to guide their parishes 
into more responsible action in urban and national affairs; it should 
provide new competence in ecumenical understanding and action. 
This might well increase tensions within the Church; but we do not 
doubt that such tensions can become the source of greater vitality. 


Fourthly, we suggest that the corporate activities of the Bishops be 
re-designed so as to make possible a greater degree of theological 
discourse, and more informed collegial participation in the Church’s 
encounter with the world. In our Church’s understanding, the Bishops 
have a special responsibility for guarding and interpreting the 
Church’s tradition and for teaching its faith. This does not imply 
any oracular authority on their part or unique theological gifts con- 
ferred by ordination and consecration. Corporately—even individ- 
ually—they have working responsibility for the Church’s teaching 
which we believe God has called them to fulfill. But those responsi- 
bilities can be met only as the Bishops are supported by regular 
communication with the Church’s theologians and with others, lay or 
clerical, with competence in the decisive fields of contemporary so- 
ciety. A pattern in this direction was set at the Second Vatican Coun- 
cil, in the attendance of selected theological consultants; and we 
understand that a somewhat wider experiment of this nature will be 
made at the 1968 Lambeth Conference. This kind of corporate study 
and reflection, we believe, should be a major element in the meetings 
of the House of Bishops, and at other occasions as well, to assist in 
giving the Church the strongest and most clearly corporate leader- 
ship in the great issues of faith and life. We would urge also that this 
collaboration of Bishops, theologians, and other skilled and thought- 
ful people be carried out on a regional basis, at frequent intervals. 


Fifthly, we strongly recommend that the General Convention es- 
tablish a Standing Commission on the Church’s Teaching, of the kind 
that now exists, for example, in the Church of England and the 
Church of Scotland. This commission should not be in any sense a 
censoring body nor should it claim for itself the teaching responsi- 
bility that belongs to the whole Church. But it could perform useful 
advisory functions. It could undertake studies of questions referred 
to it by other organs of the Church. It could initiate studies relevant 
to the issues confronting the Church today. Such a commission could 
also initiate and encourage programs of theological discussion and 
social criticism, as outlined above. 
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Il 
What obligations should participants in such- discussion assume? 


This question often excites over-simplified answers. One may say, 
“I have no obligation except to truth as I personally see it.”, even 
though his views may contradict the central traditions of the Chris- 
tian community. Another may say, “Whatever my personal doubts, 
my primary obligation must be to the deposit of faith at the heart of 
the Church’s life.”. We feel that such diametrically-opposed answers, 
each reflecting an element of truth, demonstrate the complex char- 
acter of the question, and the discriminating answer it requires. 


No one of us, any more than any conscientious man or woman, 
would reject the obligation of fidelity to the truth. No one of us would 
disregard the obligation that all Churchmen have to the community 
which has given them their Christian freedom and identity. But to 
say only this is to fail to recognize, either the agonizing conflict of 
loyalties which theological or social inquiry arouses, or the equally 
complicated question of what each person is, with respect to the com- 
munity, and the many duties which spring from that. 


Any discussion of obligation requires one to identify and evaluate 
the role in life which the participant plays. Every Churchman, or- 
dained or unordained, in a sense, speaks and acts for the Church, in 
every situation. But the responsibility of a child in a confirmation 
class is quite different from that of a Bishop in his Diocese. Both have 
responsibilities. Both are members of the Christian community and 
must accept the obligations that membership establishes—obligations 
to the community itself, to the Father who gave us the community, to 
the world which he loves. But their accountability and responsibility 
vary. 


Accountability and responsibility—essential elements in the word 
“obligation” —are not merely a matter of order. The promises made 
by men at ordination and consecration establish certain degrees of 
responsibility; and the Church’s Constitution and Canons prescribe 
certain degrees of, and procedures for, accountability. But these dis- 
tinctions alone are inconclusive. One of our members has drawn our 
attention to the considerable difference between the Christian theo- 
logian and the independent philosopher of religion, The latter is an 
individual investigator in a relatively detached position from his sub- 
ject matter, and it may be said that his commanding obligation is 
that which belongs to any scholar—to work with scholarly integrity. 
The theologian, indeed, shares this obligation (and we include every 
Christian teacher and preacher in this); but he is also, by definition, 
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within the Church and speaks from the standpoint of the faith of 
that community. His sources are the Christian revelation, the Bible, 
and the traditional interpretations these have received in the com- 
munity of faith. He cannot turn his back on them without ceasing to 
be a Christian theologian. Yet he is also addressing the culture of his 
day and his society, and must use its thought forms; and he is there- 
fore always engaged in the work of re-interpretation; and sometimes 
it may not be clear to him just what is re-interpretation and what is a 
complete departure from the faith transmitted by the Church. 


Again, a discussion of obligation requires that men understand 
and allow for the personal limitations inherent in our human situ- 
ation. Human opinions are of value according to the competence of 
the person concerned to have an opinion about a particular matter. 
Human opinions differ, inescapably, according to the interests which 
may be served by holding a given opinion. Most deeply, human 
opinions reflect the personal needs, gifts, hopes, and fears of the 
person holding them. Many of these matters are not susceptible to 
human judgment in any way; and certainly, while each of us must 
be loyal to his opinions, he must also, as a Christian, guard himself 
against too readily equating his opinions with Divine revelaton. 


We do not attempt any further discussion of these matters. Our 
thoughts, rather, turn to three general areas of obligation, which 
seem to us to affect every member of the Church in his vocation and 
ministry. 


First, there is an obligation to have a respect for one’s own personal 
integrity and for the claims of truth—truth as clearly as it can be seen. 
We cannot see that any member of the Church is exempted from 
this, in any particular; and in an age of unparalleled restlessness and 
ferment, this obligation seems to us of paramount importance. Pre- 
cisely because of the ferment, most of those within the Church are 
aware of the impulse, nourished by troubled times, to reject all ex- 
periments and all innovation. Nor is it possible to avoid, in our sinful 
condition, another equally seductive invitation in a contrary direction. 
One man’s stake in explosive innovation and anomaly can be just as 
doctrinaire and inflexible as another man’s stake in “the faith once 
delivered to the saints”. Times like ours require all Churchmen, of 
whatever temperament, to commit themselves to steady search for 
that disciplined self-judgment which respect for integrity and truth 
require. 


One of our advisers had wise counsel for us in this. Bishop Moore 
said, 
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“In an age of transition like our own, the need for freedom 
of theological experimentation is necessary. The clergy and the 
laity, as well as the professional theologians, should be invited 
to enter in, at whatever level they are capable, this exciting work 
of the Spirit so that they can learn to live with experimental 

- formulations, while depending with ever-increased assurance 
upon the core of certainties.” 


In this connection, he adds a significant comment, in our opinion, 
about the role of the Bishop in all this: 


“The Bishops’ role is the calm enabling of the theological dia- 
logue. They themselves need not phrase experimental formula- 
tions, though if they are theologically competent and phrase 
them in an expressedly experimental fashion, they need not 
refrain. However, the Bishops’ principal role would be to en- 
courage inquiry.” 


We would identify ourselves with both these comments (although 
recalling periods in the Church’s history when Bishops generally 
were called to play a more central part in the experiments them- 
selves). Certainly, the encouragement of theological inquiry is a 
necessary condition of the framing of sound doctrine; and if sound 
doctrine is to be given us, there must be encouragement and support 
of freedom of theological experimentation. This freedom is impos- 
sible without both respect for integrity and truth and humble recog- 
nition that no man’s motives are pure and no man’s understanding is 
complete. 


The Rev. Dr. Vogel wrote movingly of this: 


‘ 


*, . . life in Christ, since it embraces the crucifixion and 
Christ’s death to self, should enable the Christian inquirer to 
be completely open to the truth. If the Christian has died to 
himself to the degree necessitated by the cross of Christ, he is 
by that fact completely open to the truth of God’s love and of 
man’s perversion of that love. Because of Christ’s cross, the 
Christian should be the paradigm of non-defensive inquiry”. 


Secondly, there is an obligation to the fundamental purposes of 
the Church itself. When Churchmen speak of engagement in the theo- 
logical and social debate of our time, they cannot speak as men who 
are neutral in the struggle of human existence. Whatever his station 
or duties, every Christian speaks from within commitments as to the 
fundamental purposes the Church was established to serve. It is not 
a debating society. It is not an academic exercise. The Church is the 
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community of those who have, to some degree, recognized and ac- 
cepted the love of God, who for us men and for our salvation under- 
took the amazing intervention described in the Gospel. The Church, 
as we understand it, is the community of those who accept his pur- 
poses and mean to be obedient to them. It follows that Churchmen 
may not enter the field of theological and social debate merely as 
inquirers. They are not neutral about Christ; they are men who have 
taken sides for him already. Therefore, in any aspect of the Church’s 
engagement in the universal struggle for justice and truth—including 
the struggle for justice and truth within the institutional Church itself 
—it is bound to the fundamental purposes of God in sending his Son 
and in establishing the Christian community. 


The end to be served by theological debate within that community 
is not to prove one’s self “right”; it is not to make Christianity re- 
spectable or more palatable; it is not to mitigate or minimize the 
central and shocking decision of faith. The controlling motive in theo- 
logical debate is obedience to the Church’s mission—the urgent man- 
date that through whatever language Christians use, and whatever 
actions they take, the love of God may be made clear to men who 
do not yet know him—indeed even to those who claim they do. Any 
re-statement of the Church’s teaching, any expression of the 
Church’s social witness, must be measured by its adequacy to ex- 
press the love of God made known in Christ. 


This obligation includes responsibility for the identity and the con- 
tinuity of the community itself, for the sake of its mission. That iden- 
tity is given in the living traditon of the Church; and that tradition, 
from the beginning, has developed in continual ferment and unrest. 
Every generation, we suppose, looks back on its predecessors with 
envy, coveting for itself the supposed certainty which the earlier peo- 
ple enjoyed. But there are few more deceptive reflections on history 
than this. The tradition of the Church, its continuity, is always, in 
every generation, a matter of constant disturbance. One need only 
recall the vehement debate as to Christ’s nature, which issued finally © 
in the Nicene Creed, or reflect on the contemporary controversy 
about “‘just” or “limited” war, to be aware of the ceaseless anguish 
through which the Church’s tradition is received and transmitted. 


Yet there is continuity to the Christian community, given by the 
successive formulations which find their place in the Church’s wor- 
ship and teaching. Anglicans do not believe that the Church is inexor- 
ably bound to any previous formulation of the Church’s tradition. 
There is no infallible propositional statement of the Christian faith, 
as we understand it. Yet the fact of the Church’s continuity, and the 
succesive instruments which have been ministers of that continuity, 
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are matters of great consequence to us. True re-interpretation is given 
only to those who have first accepted and then respected the conti- 
nuity of the community from the beginning. No surer witness to this 
can be cited than the Old Testament prophets who so often led Israel 
to new obedience and understanding through a renewed allegiance 
to her ancient faith. 


There is no reason why a particular man or woman should not 
disclaim any responsibility for the community’s identity, and leave it. 
Indeed, even in this rejection of it, he is showing respect for its iden- 
tity. But if he stays within it, he accepts an obligation to speak and 
act so as to maintain the identity and the recognized historic conti- 
nuity of the community. The community, no doubt, is ultimately 
responsible for determining what constitute the marks of “recogniz- 
able continuity” at any given time. But to say that requires that it 
also be stressed that the community—to assure its own authenticity— 
must be prepared to learn, even from its severest critics, to discern 
new marks and adopt them, leaving with the critics, as long as is 
humanly possible, the decision to maintain or sever the relationship. 


We repeat that in our society, inclined to be skeptical of consti- 
tuted authority and impatient of tradition, there is likely to be a 
corresponding enhancement of the personal, the individual, the vivid, 
even the eccentric. It would be idle to find fault with this; it is a fact. 
But it is a fact—and this affects all we say about the community and 
its continuity—that takes for granted precisely the existence of the 
ccmmunity without which the individual would lose much of his sig- 
nificance. The rebel against the tradition of the community is still 
linked to it. This is more than merely a vexing necessity. It is an 
illumination of the peculiar position of the Christian teacher or apolo- 
gist. We need hardly add that the community shares this vexation. 
The community cannot disclaim its own responsibility; it is called to 
recognize teachers of unpopular doctrine as potential embodiments 
of its own authentic tradition of protest—to recognize their ministry 
and to minister to them. 


Thirdly, there is an obligation to the Church’s unity as discovered 
and expressed in its worship. This obligation may indeed have a 
peculiar force in the Anglican tradition. One of the characteristics 
of that tradition is that it holds unity—at least its own interior unity— 
to depend not so much on people thinking alike about the “how” of 
God’s action as it does on people doing the Christian things, including 
the liturgical acts, together. This conviction about unity naturally 
welcomes the way in which the liturgy, the Prayer Book, serves us 
as teacher, expresser, transmitter of the Christian tradition. Certainly 
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the Book of Common Prayer has a unique place in our whole system 
of allegiance. Therefore, we would say that in our opinion, one of the 
primary obligations of Anglicans is that of respect for the integrity 
of the Book of Common Prayer itself. 


When Episcopalians are questioned about the supposed ortho- 
doxy or heterodoxy of one of their number, their most likely response 
is to ask whether or not he wishes—sincerely and responsibly—to 
join them in the celebration of God’s being and goodness in the 
prayers and worship of the Prayer Book. Assuming his integrity, 
they would not be likely to press the question beyond that- point. 


No doubt this attitude is often an excuse for sentimentality and 
vaporous thinking, even for the postponement of fundamental spir- 
itual decisions. No doubt it opens Anglican practice to the risk of 
mere conformism. Nonetheless, we would still say that the willingness 
of a person to share in the worship of the Prayer Book with a con- 
senting mind is, for most purposes, an adequate test of his right to 
claim the privileges of the community. 


Such a test implies two responsibilities. One is that of the indi- 
vidual, who must himself decide that he can and should identify him- 
self with the Book of Common Prayer. If he feels he cannot, then he 
should acknowledge that he can no longer function as an authorized 
officer or teacher of the Church. But the decision is not one which 
should be forced on any individual (save in the rare cases of canoni- 
cal excommunication) but one only to be freely taken by him. 


The other responsibility is that of the Church, to recognize and 
provide for the constant review of its liturgies as central instruments 
of its renewal. In our Anglican tradition, the Prayer Book is far more 
than a manual of public worship. It is a principal agent and effective 
means of maintaining our corporate identity, of our continuity with 
the whole Body, of our ministry of the tradition of the Church. There- 
fore, it must be a principal frontier of the Church’s constant en- 
counter and dialogue with the world. Liturgies rightly are conserva- 
tive, in that they play so central a part as guardians and transmitters 
of the tradition. But for exactly those reasons, liturgies are inescap- 
ably in the forefront of reformation and renewal. In them the con- 
tinuing re-interpretation of the tradition is best found; in them is 
expressed the passionate partisanship of the Church with the world’s 
pain; in them the Christian is confronted by the wholeness of the 
Faith and its glorious gifts and radical demands, spelled out in terms 
of his daily concerns. There can be no escape, then, from the 
Church’s corporate obligation to liturgical experiment and change, 
if it is to keep faith with its Lord. 
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Til 


What is heresy? How should the Church define, detect, and deal 
with it? 


We are of the opinion that the word “heresy” should be aban- 
doned, except in the context of the radical, creative, theological con- 
troversies in the early formative years of Christian doctrine. In that 
historical sense, the word serves a useful purpose, describing one 
side of the controversies which led to the formulation of the great 
symbols of our tradition. As Dr. Casserley says, 


“Heretical formulations were not at first intended to be 
heretical, but were proposed as serious definitions of apostolic 
faith. It was something almost akin to theological intuition, or 
the instinct of the Church for Christian truth, that led to the 
condemnation of the heresies as dangerous and misleading per- 
versions of truth which would prove in the long run fatal to 
what we may call Christian existence, to the characteristic faith, 
hope, life, and worship of the Christian man. 


But the word has now accumulated a multitude of pejorative over- 
tones. It too often conjures up a picture of a static fortress of propo- 
sitional theology that requires to be, and can be, defended by appeal 
to the letter of a theological statement. It presumes to a measure of 
theological pre-judgment which is inappropriate to the mature Chris- 
tian community. It too often implies a set of theological categories 
unconditioned by their historical and cultural period. It presupposes, 
by appeal to literal statements, a form of the Church which no longer 
exists. It takes for granted that there is a clear limitation on the per- 
missible area of theological experimentation. It is a weapon far too 
easily found in the hands of those fearful of any change. 


If the word and concept of “heresy” is to fall into disuse, what 
should take its place? Is any alternative needed? If it is, what kind 
of process should it refer to? 


Our reflection as a committee, as we consider it, seems to have 
led us toward two poles of thought about this. One is the necessity 
of a living community to guard its own wholeness of life—its bal- 
anced integrity, its ability to maintain its own nature. The other is 
its parallel need to be a living community—to show, by its supportive 
attitude toward experiment and re-formulation, the unmistakable 
signs of growth and health. 


We recall, for example, how Dr. Knox led us to understand the 
Church’s need to reject certain kinds of teaching, not because they 
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were “wrong”, in verbal comparison with some written formula, but 
because they clearly threatened the life of the community itself. He 
began by speaking of “teaching which strikes at the existential reality 
of the Church’s distinctive life’. He continued: 


“Since this reality can be expressed only in the terms in which 
it has been expressed from the beginning—the rich, concrete 
terms of the New Testament and of the Church’s devotional 
literature—terms like the love of God, his truth and grace; his 
self-revealing action in the history to which the Church belongs 
and of which its own creation is the center; the redemption in 
Christ, human and divine, crucified and risen; a redemption 
from both the guilt of sin and its power; the new life in the 
Spirit, rich in joy and peace and hope, the earnest of an ever- 
lasting inheritance—since these are the Church’s characteristic 
and indispensable terms, any teaching which denies the objective 
truth being expressed in them empties them of their precious 
and perennial existential meaning; leaves them, not rich, inex- 
haustible symbols of a transcendent and very present reality, but 
mere shells reminding them of an earlier faith—such teaching 
is, I should say, heretical. It strikes not at the opinions of 
Churchmen, whether singly or in council assembled, but at the 
very existence of the Church itself. It should be recognized, per- 
haps, not as heresy at all but as unacknowledged apostasy; it is 
not a deviant way of understanding an article of faith; it is a 
denial of faith itself and a betrayal of the Church as the com- 
munity of faith.” 


On the other side we were impressed by Bishop Robinson’s vigor- 
ous charge: 


“The task of the Church is to encourage the movement of 
prophetic inquiry and criticism, to listen to it, to test, acknowl- 
edge, and act upon whatever in it is of God. And the primary 
way in which the Church encourages is by giving the maximum 
possible freedom—both in the conditions and security which it 
affords to its thinkers and agents and in its refusal to suppress 
voices, however uncomfortable or embarrassing. These may 
indeed be genuinely embarrassing (as, equally, may be the 
voices of those who are theologically or socially reactionary). 
Moreover, there must be the fullest opportunity for those who 
think them inadequate or wrong to state the contrary opinion. 


“All exploration, whether in the theological or the social 
field, involves the risk, indeed the certainty, of mistakes. But 
it is at least arguable, from the study of Church history, that 
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more damage has almost always been done in the long run by 
the suppression of opinion than by any error given rein by free- 
dom. At any rate, the Church must act on the assumption, till 
proved otherwise, that freedom will in any instance be less 
harmful than the attempt to curb it.” 


Those two statements, from two of our advisers, suggest the 
polarity to which we refer. On the surface, this polarity could be 
described as simply one more example of the timeless conflict of 
authority and freedom. But this does not seem to us to be an ade- 
quate conclusion. The tension is not between two principles, or two 
logical systems, or two sets of values. The Church is a living com- 
munity—an organism rather than an organization, to use a familiar 
distinction. Its problems are those of such a community, not merely 
of abstractions. The choices it must make, and the alternatives among 
which it must choose, are those of men and women whose very life 
as persons is involved in their choices. 


Therefore, we feel all the more strongly that the response of the 
Church to the novel and the unconventional cannot be the static 
process suggested by “heresy”, but, rather, one which speaks clearly 
of the living, personal, choices involved. At this point, another of 
our advisers, Fr. Murray, reinforced our feelings by writing of 


“a distinction I like to make . . . between adventurous an- 
swers, which may well be mistaken, and hardened positions 
which deserve to be called errors. The former are an affair of 
deficient intelligence; the latter of deficiency in what can only 
be called good will. Errors in faith are a matter of will.” 


This distinction emphasizes exactly what we feel needs emphasis, 
that the problem we are wrestling with cannot be reduced to a mere 
contest of words, but must be seen and approached in terms of the 
choices men find they must make. 


Fr. Murray then continued in this vein, leading us one more step 
along the way: 


“Today there are abroad all sorts of tendencies, currents of 
thought, climates of opinion. And many uncertainties attend the 
necessary business of a renewal of the personal structures of 
conscience and the further business of a reform of the objective 
expressions of the Christian faith. We all live in an unbelieving 
world. And a ‘credibility gap’ has opened between the doctrines 
and structures of the Church and the sheer experience of the 
world as it is. The truths of the Church and the forms of her 
life are supposed to interpret the experience of human life and 
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to give it some saving structure. But is this happening? Many 
say no, not without reason. This answer seems to have lain be- 
hind John XXIII’s distinction between the ‘substance’ of Chris- 
tian faith and the ‘forms’ of its expression. The distinction could 
be given a too-simplistic meaning, as if only words were at 
stake. But it points in the right direction, towards a task we must 
take firmly in hand. We shall do the task badly, of course. There 
will be lots of ‘mistakes’, but they are readily dealt with, since 
they involve no will to error. This latter thing is the danger. 
How to avoid it? I think the corrective is a will to community— 
of thought and love. The Christian community is not in error, 
whatever mistakes it may make.” 


We would agree with Fr. Murray’s warning against an over-simple 
distinction between “‘substance” and “form”; but we also agree that 
the direction is right, pointing not to barren verbal quarrels but “‘to 
community—of thought and love”’. It is only within that community, 
acting as such a community should act, fulfilling in its relationships 
the promise implicit in its own being, that the answer to the aching 
tensions of Christian liberty and unity can be found. 


The proposals we are about to make reflect this dynamic, organic, 
view of the Church. The Church’s concern is neither to find some 
blander word to substitute for “heresy”, nor to devise some less- 
disruptive methods of detecting and trying “heretics”. Its concern 
must rather be to give new respect and vitality to every reconciling, 
healing, impulse of a body determined to maintain its own whole- 
ness. When Christians are moved to turn to judicial remedies, to 
trials and punishment, they must do so only when there is, clearly 
and finally, no alternative left except the death of the community 
itself. We shall underline this point in a moment. But let it now speak 
of the prime characteristic of the Church, as of any living organism, 
that it must fight to the end to hold in its own balanced life every 
element, every person, which belongs to its fulness. Where the or- 
ganic unity of the Church is broken, the first search must be not for 
a legal remedy but for that failure within the community itself which 
permitted the breach to happen. Until every possible step in recon- 
ciling love has been taken, we have no right to admit defeat and adopt 
defeat’s harsh weapons. 


Our intent will be clear, we hope, in our proposals. We think that 
only rarely is it appropriate to deal with matters of theological or 
social teaching in the same terms as those with which the Church 
may properly deal with what the canon describes as “crime or im- 
morality”. There may be such instances. We are not unmindful that, 
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in Fr. Murray’s words, “‘there is a distinction between adventurous 
answers . . . and hardened positions which deserve to be called 
errors”; and we would agree with him that the latter are instances of 
a “deficiency in what can only be called good will. Errors in faith 
are a matter of will.” 


“Will” may not be a fashionable word, nor a completely satis- 
factory one. But it suggests what we feel needs to be said in this 
matter—that the Church should not be, and does not want to be, 
easily betrayed into dealing with honest exploration and experiment 
as if they were sins. They may be sinful. It may be that a given man 
or woman deliberately chooses to wreck the Church which has given 
him identity and foul the nest where he was born. In dealing with 
such pathology, the extreme measures of the law may be justified. 
But it should be most difficult to reach the point of such measures; 
and it should be practically impossible to apply them, except where 
the responsible choice of the offender is clear. 


What does the Church need, where must it change, if this primary 
ministry of love is to have room and time to work for the saving of 
the living community? We do not know all the answers to this ques- 
tion. We have suggested some that we feel are of real significance, 
in the first section of our Report. But we are still convinced that the 
Church needs to study its processes and structures of reconciliation 
quite as intently as it now studies its systems of law and adminis- 
tration. 


When all the strategies of reconciliation seem to have been ex- 
hausted, and the Church finds itself finally bound to take official 
legal action, we suggest that there are still unexplored alternatives 
to the procedure which deals with controversial views by providing 
for the trial of a man for “holding and teaching publicly or privately 
and advisedly, any doctrine contrary to that held by this Church.” 


The first alternative which should be explored is that of a proce- 
dure for clarifying the relationship between the disputed views and 
Christian truth as understood by the Church. Such a procedure might 
lead to a statement of the “dis-association” of the Church from par- 
ticular teachings or actions, without judgment of the motivations or 
characters of the persons who said or did them. 


In the case of a Bishop, the House of Bishops would doubtless 
be the appropriate body to make such a statement; in the case of a 
priest or deacon, it would appropriately lie in the discretion of the 
diocesan authority. In either case, the procedure would need to be 
guarded by the applicable safeguards of due process. Notice should 
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be given of the intention to consider issuing such a statement, to 
those whose views or actions are considered, as well as to those in- 
volved in the process. Time should be allowed to those whose views 
are questioned for the preparation and presentation of any reasons 
why such a statement should not be adopted. Provision should be 
made for appropriate and informed discussion of the issues. Cer- 
tainly, the canonical legislation required to permit such a procedure 
must clearly establish the equitable grounds on which alone such a 
statement should be made. 


The intent of this proposal is to give the Church an alternative 
method of dealing with doctrine—spoken or acted out—which is 
clearly irreconcilable with the Church’s teaching, without rejection 
of the person himself. In our eyes, this procedure commends itself 
as an expression of pastoral responsibility and love far more char- 
acteristic of the Church, and more appropriate to the living com- 
munity which it is, than the more drastic procedure of trial. 


Such a statement of dis-association clearly depends for its effec- 
tiveness on its acceptance as a legitimate exercise of collegial pastoral 
concern. Where such a statement were to fail of its purpose, then 
alternative procedures may well be necessary. 


One such, often mentioned in this connection, is that of “censure”’. 
The word is not now in the Church’s official vocabulary and we do 
not argue for it. But we are agreed that if “censure” (as the word 
is commonly used) were to enter into the Church’s procedures in 
dealing with recalcitrant problems, two things must be unequivocally 
clear. First, a judgment of ““censure” ought never be applied to state- 
ments of theological or moral opinion or teaching, but only to acts— 
perhaps, specifically, only to acts which openly and notoriously vio- 
late essential elements of order and decency, or subvert the essential 
processes of the community. Secondly, no such judgment should ever 
be made except after every safeguard of due process has been pro- 
vided. Canonical provision would be required for a procedure of 
“censure”, and should include protections parallel to those specified 
in the proposal of “dis-association”. 


We speak of “censure” in this report, not because we think well 
of it as a way of dealing with doctrinal matters, but because we 
don’t, and yet are aware that some do consider it a remedy for bad 
doctrine, and that there may be a danger of allowing an undefined, 
unofficial, and unguarded practice to creep into the Church’s life. 
If this is a danger, then the protection against it is to make it unmis- 
takably plain that the Church does not “censure” people for their 
opinions, but only for deliberate acts which violate the customary 
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standards of Christian and civilized behavior; and that even such 
elementary rebukes may not be given save after due process. 


Somewhat oblique to this is still another procedure which may 
call for exploration—that of the dissolution of the tie of a Bishop 
with his Diocese. An appropriate procedure is established by Canon 
45 for the dissolution of the relationship of a rector with his parish. 
It is not inconceivable that the provision of a comparable procedure 
for Bishops and Dioceses might call for exploration. If the Church 
were to provide for such a procedure, we feel that the initiative should 
lie with the Standing Committee of the Diocese concerned. They 
should bring their concern to the Presiding Bishop, who then should 
act only with the advice and consent of a group of ten Bishops desig- 
nated either by him or by the House of Bishops. Again, appropriate 
canonical, and perhaps constitutional, provision would be required; 
and it would be of special importance that every safeguard be given 
the Bishop in question, as well as the Standing Committee, to avoid 
the clear dangers inherent in this process. 


Only as a last resort, we feel, should recourse be had to the pro- 
cedures of a trial for “holding and teaching publicly or privately and 
advisedly, any doctrine contrary to that held by this Church”’. In this 
connection we feel bound to say that the present canonical provisions 
—as they relate to a Bishop at any rate—are ill-conceived and irre- 
sponsible. For one thing, they put into the hands of three Bishops the 
power to invoke the whole portentous machinery of the Church’s 
law. For another, they take away from the people most concerned— 
the Bishops—an opportunity even to say whether the trial itself is 
justified. In both instances, they encourage the abdication of the 
reconciling processes of pastoral responsibility long before the possi- 
bilities of those processes have even been explored. 


We feel that it is probably inescapable that provision be made for 
such final and definitive action. We also feel it should be made as 
difficult as possible. Specifically, we would propose that the present 
canons be amended to require that at least ten Bishops must join in 
the presentation; that a supporting brief be filed concurrently with 
the Presiding Bishop; that ample notice be given the Bishop charged, 
and adequate time be allowed for him to prepare an answer to the 
presentment; and that the consent of at least two-thirds of the Bishops 
qualified to vote in the House of Bishops be given before the pro- 
ceedings may go forward to trial. This vote should not replace the 
present requirement of Canon 58, Sec. 5, as to the approval required 
before sentence is imposed. 
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IV . 
In summary, we say: 


*God makes men free. It does not behoove His Church to try to 
hobble their minds or inhibit their search for new insights into truth. 
The Church not only should tolerate, but should actively encourage, 
free and vigorous theological debate, application of the Gospel to 
social wrongs, re-statement of Christian doctrines to make them more 
intelligible to contemporary minds, and experimentation with new 
forms of worship and service. Any risks the Church may run by 
fostering a climate of genuine freedom are minor compared to the 
dangers it surely will encounter from any attempts at suppression, 
censorship, or thought-control. The Church can command the re- 
spect of modern man only if it has the confidence, courage, and 
honesty to test its faith in the free market-place of ideas. We believe 
that the historic Christian faith can stand the test, and are not afraid 
to have it subjected to the most searching scrutiny. To that end, we 
recommend the establishment of institutes and seminars and provi- 
sions for new training which will enable laymen and clergymen to 
participate more positively in theological discourse. We recommend 
a new design for meetings of the Bishops to give more opportunity 
for theological discussion. We recommend the formation of a Stand- 
ing Commission on the Teaching of the Church. 


*While we affirm the right of every man to choose what he will 
believe without any kind of coercion whatever, we also assert the 
right of the Church to maintain its distinctive identity and continuity 
as a communty of faith centered around the historic revelation of 
God in Christ. Although we certainly do not uphold a narrow verbal 
orthodoxy which requires a person to give literal assent to some par- 
ticular formulation of doctrine, we do believe that if an individual 
finds himself unable, in good conscience, to identify with the living 
tradition of the Church, reflected in the Bible, the Creeds, and, espe- 
cially for Anglicans, in the liturgy of the Book of Common Prayer, 
he should as a matter of personal integrity voluntarily remove himself 
from any position in which he may be taken to be an official spokes- 
man for the whole community. 


*Without censuring or condemning any individual for his ideas, 
the Church may find it necessary, on occasion, to dis-associate itself 
publicly from theological views which it considers to be seriously 
subversive of essential Christian truths. But this should be done in 
a positive and constructive way, and with scrupulous fairness to those 
concerned, by explaining what the Church does believe. The best 
answer to bad doctrine is good doctrine. “Heresy trials” are anachro- 
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nistic. Although the Church may feel that it must maintain a last- 
resort power to deal juridically with Bishops or priests who publicly 
engage in persistent and flagrant contradiction of its essential witness, 
we strongly recommend that initiation of this process be made ex- 
tremely difficult. To that end, we propose a drastic revision of canon 
law, to insure that no charge of deviant teaching may be put forward 
by only three Bishops, and that no such charge may proceed to the 
stage of a formal trial without the advance concurrence of two-thirds 
of the House of Bishops. 


*We do not believe that there are many who wilfully set out to 
destroy the Christian community. We are prepared to say that there 
are many ideas and speculations which fail to do justice to the acts by 
which God gave us the Church in the beginning. We agree that it is 
essential that the Church make its own judgments as to those ideas 
and speculations. But, in all this, we pray that the Church may not 
act as less than what it is—the community of those who know, have 
accepted, and mean to show, the love of God and His supporting 
grace for all who mean to bear honest witness for Him. 


STEPHEN BAYNE, Chairman 
GEORGE W. BARRETT 
LouIs CASSELS 
THEODORE P. FERRIS 
EVERETT H. JONES 
JOHN MACQUARRIE 
PAUL S. MINEAR 
ALBERT T. MOLLEGEN 
CHARLES P. PRICE 
GEORGE A. SHIPMAN 
DAvID L. SILLS 
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APPENDIX 7 


CONSECRATIONS OF BISHOPS, 
being the 
REPORT OF THE REGISTRAR 


September 24, 1964 to June 30, 1967 


In the period between September 24, 1964, and. June 30, 1967, 
seventeen Bishops have been consecrated, and the Rt. Rev. James 
Chang Ling Wong, D.D., the Bishop of Taiwan, has been installed. 
Letters of Consecration have been signed and sealed in duplicate 
on each occasion by the Bishops consecrating, except in the instance 
of the Installation of Bishop Wong. The original copy of the Conse- 
cration Certificate has been given in each instance to the newly con- 
secrated Bishop, and the duplicate copy, duly attested, has been filed 
in the Archives of the General Convention. 


In each case, when the Registrar could not be present at a Con- 
secration, he appointed a Deputy Registrar to act for him. At the 
Installation of Bishop Wong, a Registrar was not necessary. 


Deputy Registrars were appointed as follows: Mr. John F. Alsop, 
at the Consecration of the Bishop of North Dakota; the Rev. S. 
George Parrigin, at the Consecration of the Bishop of Texas; the 
Rev. Louis B. Keiter, at the Consecration of the Suffragan Bishop 
of Oregon; the Rev. C. Allen Spicer, at the Consecration of the 
Bishop of Easton; and the Rev. Donald Wonders, at the Consecration 
of the Bishop Coadjutor of Ohio. 


The Registrar was present at consecrations of the Bishop of Puerto 
Rico, the Bishop of Western Kansas, the Suffragan Bishop of New 
Jersey, the Suffragan Bishop of Tennessee, the Suffragan Bishop of 
Dallas (Barnds), the Bishop of Harrisburg, the Bishop Coadjutor 
of Virginia, the Suffragan Bishop of Long Island (Martin), the 
Suffragan Bishop of North Carolina, the Bishop of Spokane, the 
Suffragan Bishop of Western Missouri, and the Suffragan Bishop 
of Atlanta. 


All Journals received from the Secretaries of Dioceses and Mis- 
sionary Districts have been placed in the hands of the Custodian of 
the Archives of the General Convention and have been duly filed 
in the Archives, together with the original Minutes of the General 
Convention, and the papers, documents, and reports relating to such 
Minutes. 
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The office expenses during this period have amounted to $3003.24, 
which amount covers all travel, office expenses, engraving of Certifi- 
cates, postage, office supplies, and stenographie and mimeographic 
work. 


The present incumbent resigned his position as Registrar of the 
General Convention following the Meeting of the House of Bishops 
at Wheeling, West Virginia, in September, 1967, with such resigna- 
tion to take effect at a time to be set by the Presiding Bishop. The 
resignation became effective June 30, 1967. 


Respectfully submitted, 
ALEXANDER M. RODGER 
Registrar of the General Convention 


DCVIII: THE RIGHT REVEREND 
FRANCISCO REUS-FROYLAN 


BISHOP COADJUTOR OF PUERTO RICO 


IN THE NAME OF THE FATHER AND OF THE SON AND OF THE 
HOLY GHOST. AMEN. 


To all the Faithful in Christ Jesus throughout the World; Greetings: 


Be it known unto you by these presents, that we, Arthur Lichten- 
berger, D.D., Presiding Bishop; Albert Ervine Swift, S.T.D., Bishop 
of Puerto Rico; Charles Francis Boynton, S.T.D., Suffragan Bishop 
of New York; assisted by the other Right Reverend Bishops, whose 
names are hereto subscribed under the protection of Almighty God, 
did on The Feast of St. Andrew, being the Thirtieth Day of November 
in the year of Our Lord one thousand nine hundred and sixty-four 
in The Cathedral of St. John the Baptist, San Juan, Puerto Rico in 
the presence of a Congregation of the Clergy and Laity and according 
to the due and prescribed order of the Protestant Episcopal Church in 
the United States of America and in conformity with the Canons 
thereof, Ordain and Consecrate our well beloved in Christ the Very 
Reverend Francisco Reus-Froylan of whose sufficiency in good learn- 
ing, soundness in the Faith and purity of manners we were fully 
ascertained into the sacred office of a Bishop in the One, Holy, 
Catholic and Apostolic Church of God, he having been duly chosen 
Bishop Coadjutor of Puerto Rico. 


Given under our hands and seals in the City of San Juan and 
Commonwealth of Puerto Rico on the day and in the year above 
written. 
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ARTHUR LICHTENBERGER, Presiding’ Bishop (SEAL) 
A. ERVINE SwiFT, Bishop of Puerto Rico (SEAL) 
CHARLES F. BOYNTON, Suffragan Bishop of New York (SEAL) 
HorRAcE W. B. DONEGAN, Bishop of New York (SEAL) 
PAUL A. KELLOGG, Bishop of the Dominican Republic (SEAL) 
CeprIc E. MILLS, Bishop of the Virgin Islands (SEAL) 
JAMES L. DUNCAN, Suffragan Bishop of South Florida (SEAL) 
Henry I. Louttit, Bishop of South Florida (SEAL ) 
C. ALFRED VOEGELI, Bishop of Haiti (SEAL) 


Attest: ALEXANDER M. RODGER, Registrar. 


DCIX: THE RIGHT REVEREND 
JAMES CHANG LING WONG, D.D. 


BISHOP OF TAIWAN 


Serial Number 609, in the Roll-Book of the House of Bishops, has 
been assigned to 


The Right Reverend James Chang Ling Wong, D.D.., 


who was ordained and consecrated to the Holy Order of Bishops and 
to the office and dignity of Assistant Bishop of Borneo, holding mis- 
sion from the Archbishop of Canterbury, on February 3, 1960, in the 
Cathedral Church of St. Thomas, Kuching, Borneo, by the Right 
Reverends 


The Bishop of Hong Kong 

The Bishop of Borneo 

The Bishop of Korea 

The Bishop of Singapore 

The Bishop of Rangoon 

The Bishop of the Philippines 

The Anglican Executive Officer 

The Assistant Bishop of Singapore (Koh) 

The Assistant Bishop of Rangoon (Ah Mya) 

The Suffragan Bishop of the Philippines (Cabanban ) 


The Right Reverend James C. L. Wong was translated to the See 
of Jesselton in 1962. He resigned that office in 1964. 


The House of Bishops of this Church, in General Convention 
assembled in the City of St. Louis, Missouri, on October 21, 1964, 
elected the Right Reverend James C. L. Wong to be Bishop of 
Taiwan. The House of Deputies gave its consent to the said election 
on the same day. 
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On January 7, 1965, in St. John’s Cathedral, Taipei, Taiwan, the 
Bishop of the Philippines, acting on behalf, and under the authority, 
of the Presiding Bishop, received from the Right Reverend James 
Chang Ling Wong, D.D., the Oath of Conformity to the Doctrine, 
Discipline, and Worship of the Protestant Episcopal Church in the 
United States of America, and did, then and there, install the same 
Right Reverend Bishop as First Bishop of the Missionary District 
of Taiwan. 


’ Attest: ALEXANDER M. RopGeER, Registrar. 


DCX: THE RIGHT REVEREND 
GEORGE THEODORE MASUDA 


BIsHoP OF NORTH DAKOTA 


IN THE NAME OF THE FATHER AND OF THE SON AND OF THE 
HOLY GHOST. AMEN. 


To all the Faithful in Christ Jesus throughout the World; Greetings: 


Be it known unto you by these presents, that we, Conrad Herbert 
Gesner, S.T.D., Bishop of South Dakota; James Wilson Hunter, 
D.D., Bishop of Wyoming; Chandler Winfield Sterling, D.D., Bishop 
of Montana; assisted by the other Right Reverend Bishops, whose 
names are hereto subscribed under the protection of Almighty God, 
did on Thursday, being the Fourteenth Day of January, in the year of 
Our Lord one thousand nine hundred and sixty-five, in Gethsemane 
Cathedral, Fargo, North Dakota, in the presence of a Congregation 
of the Clergy and Laity and according to the due and prescribed 
order of the Protestant Episcopal Church in the United States of 
America and in conformity with the Canons thereof, Ordain and 
Consecrate our well beloved in Christ the Reverend George Theodore 
Masuda of whose sufficiency in good learning, soundness in the 
Faith and purity of manners we were fully ascertained into the sacred 
office of a Bishop in the One, Holy, Catholic and Apostolic Church 
of God, he having been duly chosen Bishop of North Dakota. 


Given under our hands and seals in the City of Fargo and State 
of North Dakota on the day and in the year above written. 


CONRAD HERBERT GESNER, Bishop of South Dakota (SEAL ) 
JAMES WILSON HUNTER, Bishop of Wyoming (SEAL ) 
CHANDLER W. STERLING, Bishop of Montana (SEAL) 
NoRMAN L. Foote, Bishop of Idaho (SEAL ) 


PHILip F. McNairy, Suffragan Bishop of Minnesota (SEAL) 
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CHILTON POWELL, Bishop of Oklahoma (SEAL) 
JOSEPH S. MINNIS, Bishop of Colorado (SEAL) 
DANIEL CorRIGAN, Director of the Home Department 

EDWIN B. THAYER, Suffragan Bishop of Colorado (SEAL ) 
HAMILTON H. KELLOGG, Bishop of Minnesota (SEAL) 
WILLIAM G. WRIGHT, Bishop of Nevada (SEAL ) 
RUSSELL T. RAUSCHER, Bishop of Nebraska (SEAL) 
LANE W. BarRTON, Bishop of Eastern Oregon (SEAL ) 


JOHN O. ANDERSON, Bishop Suffragan of Rupertsland, Canada 
Attest: JOHN F. ALsop, Deputy Registrar. 


DCXI: THE RIGHT REVEREND 
JAMES MILTON RICHARDSON, LL.D. 


BISHOP OF TEXAS 


IN THE NAME OF THE FATHER AND OF THE SON AND OF THE 
HOLY GHOST. AMEN. 


To all the Faithful in Christ Jesus throughout the World; Greetings: 


Be it known unto you by these presents, that we, John Elbridge 
Hines, D.D., Presiding Bishop; Frederick Percy Goddard, S.T.D., 
Suffragan Bishop of Texas; Scott Field Bailey, D.D., Suffragan 
Bishop of Texas; assisted by the other Right Reverend Bishops, 
whose names are hereto subscribed under the protection of Almighty 
God, did on Wednesday, being the Tenth Day of February in the 
year of Our Lord one thousand nine hundred and sixty-five in Christ 
Church Cathedral, Houston, Texas in the presence of a Congregation 
of the Clergy and Laity and according to the due and prescribed order 
of the Protestant Episcopal Church in the United States of America 
and in conformity with the Canons thereof, Ordain and Consecrate 
our well beloved in Christ the Very Reverend James Milton Richard- 
son, LL.D. of whose sufficiency in good learning, soundness in the 
Faith and purity of manners we were fully ascertained into the sacred 
office of a Bishop in the One, Holy, Catholic and Apostolic Church 
of God, he having been duly chosen Bishop of Texas. 


Given under our hands and seals in the City of Houston and State 
of Texas on the day and in the year above written. 


JOHN E. HINEs, Presiding Bishop (SEAL) 
ScoTT FIELD BAILEY, Suffragan Bishop of Texas (SEAL ) 
F. PErcy GoDDARD, Suffragan Bishop of Texas (SEAL) 


RANDOLPH R. CLAIBORNE, JR., Bishop of Atlanta (SEAL) 
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NELSON M. BurrouGus, Bishop of Ohio (SEAL ) 
GEORGE P. GUNN, Bishop of Southern Virginia (SEAL ) 
GEORGE H. QUARTERMAN, Bishop of Northwest Texas (SEAL) 
J. BRooKE MosLey, Bishop of Delaware (SEAL ) 
WILLIAM R. Moopy, Bishop of Lexington (SEAL) 
LELAND STARK, Bishop of Newark (SEAL ) 
THEODORE H. McCrea, Suffragan Bishop of Dallas (SEAL) 
R. Ear Dicus, Suffragan Bishop of West Texas (SEAL ) 
CHILTON PowWELL, Bishop of Oklahoma (SEAL) 


Attest: S. GEORGE PARRIGIN, Deputy Registrar. 


DCXI: THE RIGHT REVEREND 
HAL RAYMOND GROSS 


SUFFRAGAN BISHOP OF OREGON 


IN THE NAME OF THE FATHER AND OF THE SON AND OF THE 
HOLY GHOST. AMEN. 


To all the Faithful in Christ Jesus throughout the World; Greetings: 


Be it known unto you by these presents, that we, John Elbridge 
Hines, D.D., Presiding Bishop; James Walmsley Frederic Carman, 
D.D., Bishop of Oregon; Clarence Rupert Haden, Jr., D.D., Bishop 
of Northern California; assisted by the other Right Reverend Bishops, 
whose names are héreto subscribed under the protection of Almighty 
God, did on Friday, being the Twenty-sixth Day of February in the 
year of Our Lord one thousand nine hundred and sixty-five in 
Trinity Church, Portland,. Oregon in the presence of a Congregation 
of the Clergy and Laity and according to the due and prescribed 
order of the Protestant Episcopal Church in the United States of 
America and in conformity with the Canons thereof, Ordain and 
Consecrate our well beloved in Christ the Venerable Hal Raymond 
Gross of whose sufficiency in good learning, soundness in the Faith 
and purity of manners we were fully ascertained into the sacred office 
of a Bishop in the One, Holy, Catholic and Apostolic Church of 
God, he having been duly chosen Suffragan Bishop of Oregon. 


Given under our hands and seals in-the City of Portland and Statc 
of Oregon on the day and in the year above written. 


JOHN E. HINES, Presiding Bishop (SEAL) 
JAMES W. F. CaRMAN, Bishop of Oregon (SEAL ) 
CLARENCE R. HADEN, JR., Bishop of Northern California (SEAL) 
IvoL IRA CurTIs, Bishop of Olympia (SEAL) 


SUMNER WALTERS, Bishop of San Joaquin (SEAL) 
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WILLIAM G. WRIGHT, Bishop of Nevada (SEAL) 
LANE W. BarRTON, Bishop of Eastern Oregon (SEAL) 
WILLIAM CRITTENDEN, Bishop of Erie (SEAL) 
ROBERT C. RusSsAcK, Suffragan Bishop of Los Angeles (SEAL) 
NED COLE, Bishop Coadjutor of Central New York (SEAL) 
STEPHEN F. BAYNE, JR., First Vice-President of the 

Executive Council ; (SEAL ) 
RUSSELL S. HUBBARD, Bishop of Spokane (SEAL) 


Attest: Louts B. KEITER, Deputy Registrar. 


DCXIII: THE RIGHT REVEREND 
WILLIAM DAVIDSON 


BISHOP OF WESTERN KANSAS 


IN THE NAME OF THE FATHER AND OF THE SON AND OF THE 
HOLY GHOST. AMEN. 


To all the Faithful in Christ Jesus throughout the World; Greetings: 


Be it known unto you by these presents, that we, John Elbridge 
Hines, D.D., Presiding Bishop; George Henry Quarterman, S.T.D., 
Bishop of Northwest Texas; George Theodore Masuda, Bishop of 
North Dakota; assisted by the other Right Reverend Bishops, whose 
names are hereto subscribed under the protection of Almighty God, 
did on the Feast of the Epiphany, being the Sixth Day of January 
in the year of Our Lord one thousand nine hundred and sixty-six in 
Marymount College Auditorium, Salina, Kansas in the presence of 
a Congregation of the Clergy and Laity and according to the due 
and prescribed order of the Protestant Episcopal Church in the 
United States of America and in conformity with the Canons thereof, 
Ordain and Consecrate our well beloved in Christ the Reverend 
William Davidson of whose sufficiency in good learning, soundness 
in the Faith and purity of manners we were fully ascertained into 
the sacred office of a Bishop in the One, Holy, Catholic and Apostolic 
Church of God, he having been duly chosen Bishop of Western 
Kansas. 


Given under our hands and seals in the City of Salina and State 
of Kansas on the day and in the year above written. 


JOHN E. HINEs, Presiding Bishop (SEAL ) 
GEORGE QUARTERMAN, Bishop of Northwest Texas (SEAL) 
GEORGE T. Masupa, Bishop of North Dakota (SEAL) 


CONRAD H. GESNER, Bishop of South Dakota (SEAL ) 
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LANE W. BarRTON, Bishop of Eastern Oregon (SEAL) 
JAMES WILSON HUNTER, Bishop of Wyoming . (SEAL) 
EDWARD R. WELLES, Bishop of West Missouri’ (SEAL) 
GORDON V. SMITH, Bishop of Iowa (SEAL) 
RICHARD S. WATSON, Bishop of Utah (SEAL ) 
HAMILTON H. KELLOGG, Bishop of Minnesota (SEAL) 
JosePH S. MINNIS, Bishop of Colorado (SEAL) 
ARNOLD M. Lewis, Suffragan Bishop for the Armed Forces (SEAL) 
EDWARD C. TURNER, Bishop of Kansas (SEAL) 
CHANDLER STERLING, Bishop of Montana (SEAL) 
NorRMAN L. Foote, Bishop of Idaho 

Puitie F. McNairy, Suffragan Bishop of Minnesota (SEAL) 
DANIEL CorRIGAN, Director of the Home Department (SEAL) 
WILLIAM G. WRIGHT, Bishop of Nevada (SEAL ) 
EpwIn B. THAYER, Suffragan Bishop of Colorado (SEAL) 
RUSSELL T. RAUSCHER, Bishop of Nebraska (SEAL) 
FRED W. PuTNAM, JR., Suffragan Bishop of Oklahoma (SEAL) 
J. MILTON RICHARDSON, Bishop of Texas (SEAL) 


Attest: ALEXANDER M. RODGER, Registrar. 


DCXIV: THE RIGHT REVEREND 
ALBERT WIENCKE VAN DUZER 


SUFFRAGAN BISHOP OF NEW JERSEY 


IN THE NAME OF THE FATHER AND OF THE SON AND OF THE 
HOLY GHOST. AMEN. 


To all the Faithful in Christ Jesus throughout the. World; Greetings: 


Be it known unto you by these presents, that we, John Elbridge 
Hines, D.D., Presiding Bishop; Alfred Lothian Banyard, S.T.D., 
Bishop of New Jersey; Jonathan Goodhue Sherman, S.T.D., Suffra- 
gan Bishop of Long Island; assisted by the other Right Reverend 
Bishops, whose names are hereto subscribed under the protection of 
Almighty God, did on Monday, being the Twenty-fourth Day of 
January in the year of Our Lord one thousand nine hundred and 
sixty-six in Trinity Cathedral, Trenton, New Jersey in the presence 
of a Congregation of the Clergy and Laity and according to the due 
and prescribed order of the Protestant Episcopal Church in the 
United States of America and in conformity with the Canons thereof, 
Ordain and Consecrate our well beloved in Christ the Reverend 
Canon Albert Wiencke Van Duzer of whose sufficiency in good 
learning, soundness in the Faith and purity of manners we were fully 
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ascertained into the sacred office of a Bishop in the One, Holy, 
Catholic and Apostolic Church of God, he having been duly chosen 
Suffragan Bishop of New Jersey. 


Given under our hands and seals in the City of Trenton and State 
of New Jersey on the day and in the year above written. 


JOHN E. HINES, Presiding Bishop (SEAL ) 
ALFRED L. BANYARD, Bishop of New Jersey (SEAL) 
JONATHAN G. SHERMAN, Suffragan Bishop of Long Island (SEAL) 
Horace W. B. DONEGAN, Bishop of New York (SEAL ) 
LELAND STARK, Bishop of Newark (SEAL) 
CHARLES F. BOYNTON, Suffragan Bishop of New York (SEAL) 
GEORGE E. RATH, Suffragan Bishop of Newark (SEAL) 
CHARLES B. PERSELL, JR., Suffragan Bishop of Albany (SEAL ) 
A. ERVINE SWIFT, Bishop (SEAL) 
CHARLES W. MACLEAN, Suffragan Bishop of Long Island (SEAL) 
ROBERT L. DEWITT, Bishop of Pennsylvania (SEAL) 


Attest: ALEXANDER M. RoDGER, Registrar. 


DCXV: THE RIGHT REVEREND 
WILLIAM FREDERICK GATES, JR. 


SUFFRAGAN BISHOP OF TENNESSEE 


IN THE NAME OF THE FATHER AND OF THE SON AND OF THE 
HOLY GHOST. AMEN. 


To all the Faithful in Christ Jesus throughout the World; Greetings: 


Be it known unto you by these presents, that we, John Elbridge 
Hines, D.D., Presiding Bishop; John Vander Horst, D.D., Bishop 
of Tennessee; William Evan Sanders, D.D., Bishop Coadjutor of 
Tennessee; assisted by the other Right Reverend Bishops, whose 
names are hereto subscribed under the protection of Almighty God, 
did on Friday, being the Ninth Day of September in the year of Our 
Lord one thousand nine hundred and sixty-six in Christ Church, 
Nashville, Tennessee in the presence of a Congregation of the Clergy 
and Laity and according to the due and prescribed order of the 
Protestant Episcopal Church in the United States of America and 
in conformity with the Canons thereof, Ordain and Consecrate our 
well beloved in Christ the Reverend William Frederick Gates, Jr., 
of whose sufficiency in good learning, soundness in the Faith and 
purity of manners we were fully ascertained into the sacred office of 
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a Bishop in the One, Holy, Catholic and Apostolic Church of God, 
he having been duly chosen Suffragan Bishop of Tennessee. 


Given under our hands and seals in the City of Nashville and 
State of Tennessee on the day and in the year above written. 


JOHN E. HINES, Presiding Bishop (SEAL ) 
JOHN VANDER Horst, Bishop of Tennessee (SEAL) 
WILLIAM E. SANDERS, Bishop Coadjutor of Tennessee (SEAL) 
C. GRESHAM MARMION, Bishop of Kentucky (SEAL) 
ROBERT R. Brown, Bishop of Arkansas (SEAL ) 
OLIVER J. HART, Bishop (SEAL ) 
JAMES L. DuNCAN, Suffragan Bishop of South Florida (SEAL ) 
RANDOLPH R. CLAIBORNE, JR., Bishop of Atlanta (SEAL ) 


Attest: ALEXANDER M. RopGER, Registrar. 


DCXVI: THE RIGHT REVEREND 
WILLIAM PAUL BARNDS, D.D., Pu.D. 


SUFFRAGAN BISHOP OF DALLAS 


IN THE NAME OF THE FATHER AND OF THE SON AND OF THE 
HOLY GHOST. AMEN. 


To all the Faithful in Christ Jesus throughout the World; Greetings: 


Be it known unto you by these presents, that we, John Elbridge 
Hines, D.D., Presiding Bishop; Charles Avery Mason, D.D., Bishop 
of Dallas; Theodore Harper McCrea, S.T.D, Suffragan Bishop of 
Dallas; assisted by the other Right Reverend Bishops, whose names 
are hereto subscribed under the protection of Almighty God, did on 
Thursday, being the Fifteenth Day of September in the year of Our 
Lord one thousand nine hundred and sixty-six in St. Matthew’s 
Cathedral, Dallas, Texas in the presence of a Congregation of the 
Clergy and Laity and according to the due and prescribed order of 
the Protestant Episcopal Church in the United States of America and 
in conformity with the Canons thereof, Ordain and Consecrate our 
well beloved in Christ the Reverend William Paul Barnds, D.D., 
Ph.D. of whose sufficiency in good learning, soundness in the Faith 
and purity of manners we were fully ascertained into the sacred office 
of a Bishop in the One, Holy, Catholic and Apostolic Church of God, 
he having been duly chosen Suffragan Bishop of Dallas. 


Given under our hands and seals in the City of Dallas and State 
of Texas on the day and in the year above written. 
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JOHN E. HINES, Presiding Bishop (SEAL) 
C. Avery Mason, Bishop of Dallas (SEAL) 
THEODORE H. McCrea, Suffragan Bishop of Dallas (SEAL) 
WILLIAM Brapy, Bishop of Fond du Lac (SEAL ) 
FRED W. PUTNAM, JR., Suffragan Bishop of Oklahoma (SEAL) 
ScoTT FIELD BAILEY, Suffragan Bishop of Texas (SEAL) 
GEORGE QUARTERMAN, Bishop of Northwest Texas (SEAL) 
JOSEPH M. HarTE, Bishop of Arizona (SEAL ) 
J. MILTON RICHARDSON, Bishop of Texas (SEAL) 
EDWARD C. TURNER, Bishop of Kansas (SEAL) 
RUSSELL T. RAUSCHER, Bishop of Nebraska (SEAL) 
ROBERT R. BROWN, Bishop of Arkansas (SEAL) 
CHILTON POWELL, Bishop of Oklahoma (SEAL ) 
EVERETT H, Jones, Bishop of West Texas (SEAL) 


Attest: ALEXANDER M. Ropcer, Registrar. 


DCXVII: THE RIGHT REVEREND 
DEAN THEODORE STEVENSON, S.T.D 


BISHOP OF HARRISBURG 


IN THE NAME OF THE FATHER AND OF THE SON AND OF THE 
HOLY GHOST. AMEN. 


To all the Faithful in Christ Jesus throughout the World; Greetings: 


Be it known unto you by these presents, that we, John Elbridge 
Hines, D.D., Presiding Bishop; John Thomas Heistand, D.D., 
Bishop; Frederick John Warnecke, D.D., Bishop of Bethlehem; as- 
sisted by the other Right Reverend Bishops, whose names are hereto 
subscribed under the protection of Almighty God, did on Thursday, 
being the Thirteenth Day of October in the year of Our Lord one 
thousand nine hundred and sixty-six in The Scottish Rite Cathedral, 
Harrisburg, Pennsylvania in the presence of a Congregation of the 
Clergy and Laity and according to the due and prescribed order of 
the Protestant Episcopal Church in the United States of America 
and in conformity with the Canons thereof, Ordain and Consecrate 
our well beloved in Christ the Venerable Dean Theodore Stevenson, 
S.T.D. of whose sufficiency in good learning, soundness in the Faith 
and purity of manners we were fully ascertained into the sacred office 
of a Bishop in the One, Holy, Catholic and Apostolic Church of God, 
he having been duly chosen Bishop of Harrisburg. 


Given under our hands and seals in the City of Harrisburg and 
Commonwealth of Pennsylvania on the day and in the year above 
written. 
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JoHN E. HINES, Presiding Bishop (SEAL) 
JOHN THOMAS HEISTAND, Bishop - (SEAL) 
FREDERICK J. WARNECKE, Bishop of Bethlehem. (SEAL) 
WILLIAM CRITTENDEN, Bishop of Erie (SEAL) 
Eart M. HonaMaAN, Suffragan Bishop of Harrisburg (SEAL ) 
WALTER M. HIGLEY, Bishop of Central New York (SEAL ) 
ALBERT W. VAN DuZER, Suffragan Bishop of New Jersey (SEAL) 
SAMUEL B. CHILTON, Suffragan Bishop of Virginia (SEAL ) 
LAURISTON LIVINGSTON SCAIFE, Bishop of 

Western New York (SEAL) 
Harry LEE DOLL, Bishop of Maryland (SEAL) 


Attest: ALEXANDER M. RopGER, Registrar. 


DCXVIII: THE RIGHT REVEREND 
ROBERT BRUCE HALL, D.D. 


BISHOP COADJUTOR OF VIRGINIA 


IN THE NAME OF THE FATHER AND OF THE SON AND OF THE 
HOLY GHOST. AMEN. 


To all the Faithful in Christ Jesus throughout the World; Greetings: 


Be it known unto you by these presents, that we, John Elbridge 
Hines, D.D., Presiding Bishop; Robert Fisher Gibson, Jr., D.D., 
Bishop of Virginia; Gerald Francis Burrill, $.T.D., Bishop of Chi- 
cago; assisted by the other Right Reverend Bishops, whose names are 
hereto subscribed under the protection of Almighty God, did on 
Friday, being the Twenty-first Day of October in the year of Our 
Lord one thousand nine hundred and sixty-six in St. Paul’s Church, 
Richmond, Virginia in the presence of a Congregation of the Clergy 
and Laity and according to the due and prescribed order of the 
Protestant Episcopal Church in the United States of America and in 
conformity with the Canons thereof, Ordain and Consecrate our well 
beloved in Christ the Reverend Robert Bruce Hall, D.D. of whose 
sufficiency in good learning, soundness in the Faith and purity of 
manners we were fully ascertained into the sacred office of a Bishop 
in the One, Holy, Catholic and Apostolic Church of God, he having 
been duly chosen Bishop Coadjutor of Virginia. 


Given under our hands and seals in the City of Richmond and 
Commonwealth of Virginia on the day and in the year above written. 


JOHN E. HINEs, Presiding Bishop (SEAL ) 
ROBERT F. GIBSON, JR., Bishop of Virginia (SEAL) 
G. F. BurRILL, Bishop of Chicago (SEAL) 
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WILBURN C. CAMPBELL, Bishop of West Virginia (SEAL) 
NED COLE, Bishop Coadjutor of Central New York (SEAL ) 
LYMAN C. OGILBY, Bishop of the Philippines (SEAL) 
JAMES W. MonTcoMe_RY, Bishop Coadjutor of Chicago (SEAL) 
PAUL Moonrg, JR., Suffragan Bishop of Washington (SEAL) 
Davw S. Rose, Bishop Coadjutor of Southern Virginia (SEAL) 
SAMUEL B. CHILTON, Suffragan Bishop of Virginia (SEAL ) 
ALEXANDER HuGOo BLANKINGSHIP, Bishop (SEAL) 
F. D. Goopwin, Bishop (SEAL) 
JOHN A. PINCKNEY, Bishop of Upper South Carolina (SEAL) 
GRAY TEMPLE, Bishop of South Carolina (SEAL) 
CHARLES L. STREET, Bishop (SEAL ) 
ALBERT R. STUART, Bishop of Georgia (SEAL) 
JOHN THOMAS HEISTAND, Bishop (SEAL ) 
NOBLE C. POWELL, Bishop (SEAL) 
Harry LEE DOLL, Bishop of Maryland (SEAL) 
WILLIAM H. Marmion, Bishop of Southwestern Virginia (SEAL) 
CHARLES B. PERSELL, JR., Suffragan Bishop of Albany (SEAL) 
GEORGE P. GUNN, Bishop of Southern Virginia (SEAL) 


WILLIAM F. CREIGHTON, Bishop of Washington 


Attest: ALEXANDER M. RODGER, Registrar. 


DCXIX: THE RIGHT REVEREND 
GEORGE ALFRED TAYLOR 


BISHOP OF EASTON 


IN THE NAME OF THE FATHER AND OF THE SON AND OF THE 
HOLY GHOST. AMEN. 


To all the Faithful in Christ Jesus throughout the World; Greetings: 


Be it known unto you by these presents, that we, John Elbridge 
Hines, D.D., Presiding Bishop; Allen Jerome Miller, D.D., Bishop; 
Arthur Raymond McKinstry, D.D., Bishop; assisted by the other 
Right Reverend Bishops, whose names are hereto subscribed under 
the protection of Almighty God, did on The Feast of St. Thomas, 
being the Twenty-first Day of December in the year of Our Lord 
one thousand nine hundred and sixty-six in Christ Church, Easton, 
Maryland in the presence of a Congregation of the Clergy and Laity 
and according to the due and prescribed order of the Protestant 
Episcopal Church in the United States of America and in conformity 
with the Canons thereof, Ordain and Consecrate our well beloved 
in Christ the Reverend George Alfred Taylor of whose sufficiency in 
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good learning, soundness in the Faith and purity of manners we were 
fully ascertained into the sacred office of a Bishop in the One, Holy, 
Catholic and Apostolic Church of God, he having been duly chosen 
Bishop of Easton. . 


Given under our hands and seals in the City of Easton and State 
of Maryland on the day and in the year above written. 


JOHN E. HINES, Presiding Bishop (SEAL) 
ALLEN J. MILLER, Bishop (SEAL ) 
ARTHUR R. McKinstry, Bishop (SEAL) 
J. BRooKE MosLEy, Bishop of Delaware (SEAL ) 
ARNOLD M. Lewis, Suffragan Bishop for the Armed Forces (SEAL) 
NOBLE C. POWELL, Bishop (SEAL ) 
JOSEPH WARREN HUTCHENS, 

Suffragan Bishop of Connecticut (SEAL ) 


Attest: ALEXANDER M. RODGER, Registrar. 


DCXX: THE RIGHT REVEREND 
RICHARD BEAMON MARTIN, D.D. 


SUFFRAGAN BISHOP OF LONG ISLAND 


IN THE NAME OF THE FATHER AND OF THE SON AND OF THE 
HOLY GHOST. AMEN. 


To all the Faithful in Christ Jesus throughout the World; Greetings: 


Be it known unto you by these presents, that we, John Elbridge 
Hines, D.D., Presiding Bishop; Jonathan Goodhue Sherman, S.T.D., 
Bishop of Long Island; Lauriston Livingston Scaife, S.T.D., Bishop 
of Western New York; assisted by the other Right Reverend Bishops, 
whose names are hereto subscribed under the protection of Almighty 
God, did on The Feast of the Purification, being the Second Day of 
February in the year of Our Lord one thousand nine hundred and 
sixty-seven in The Cathedral of the Incarnation, Garden City, New 
York in the presence of a Congregation of the Clergy and Laity and 
according to the due and prescribed order of the Protestant Episcopal 
Church in the United States of America and in conformity with, the 
Canons thereof, Ordain and Consecrate our well beloved in Christ 
the Venerable Richard Beamon Martin, D.D. of whose sufficiency 
in good learning, soundness in the Faith and purity of manners we 
were fully ascertained into the sacred office of a Bishop in the One, 
Holy, Catholic and Apostolic Church of God, he having been duly 
chosen Suffragan Bishop of Long Island. 
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Given under our hands and seals in the City of Garden City and 
State of New York on the day and in the year above written. 


JOHN E. HINES, Presiding Bishop (SEAL) 
JONATHAN G. SHERMAN, Bishop of Long Island (SEAL) 
LAURISTON LIVINGSTON SCAIFE, Bishop of 

Western New York (SEAL) 
C. ALFRED VOEGELI, Bishop of Haiti (SEAL) 
CHARLES F. BOYNTON, Suffragan Bishop of New York (SEAL ) 
GEORGE P. GuNN, Bishop of Southern Virginia (SEAL ) 
DANIEL CorRIGAN, Director of the Home Department (SEAL) 
Davip S. Rose, Bishop Coadjutor of Southern Virginia (SEAL ) 
ROGER BLANCHARD, Bishop of Southern Ohio (SEAL) 


JAMES STUART WETMORE, Suffragan Bishop of New York (SEAL) 
CHARLES W. MACLEAN, Suffragan Bishop of Long Island (SEAL) 


JOHN M. BurGEss, Suffragan Bishop of Massachusetts (SEAL) 
CHARLES B. PERSELL, JR., Suffragan Bishop of Albany (SEAL) 
GEorRGE E. RATH, Suffragan Bishop of Newark (SEAL) 
ALBERT VAN DUZER, Suffragan Bishop of New Jersey (SEAL ) 


Attest: ALEXANDER M. RobGER, Registrar. 


DCXXI: THE RIGHT REVEREND 
JOHN HARRIS BURT, D.D. 


BISHOP COADJUTOR OF OHIO 


IN THE NAME OF THE FATHER AND OF THE SON AND OF THE 
HOLY GHOST. AMEN. 


To all the Faithful in Christ Jesus throughout the World; Greetings: 


Be it known unto you by these presents, that we, John Elbridge 
Hines, D.D., Presiding Bishop; Nelson Marigold Burroughs, D.D., 
Bishop of Ohio; Beverley Dandridge Tucker, D.D., Bishop; assisted 
by the other Right Reverend Bishops, whose names are hereto sub- 
scribed under the protection of Almighty God, did on Saturday, being 
the Fourth Day of February in the year of Our Lord one thousand 
nine hundred and sixty-seven in Trinity Cathedral, Cleveland, Ohio 
in the presence of a Congregation of the Clergy and Laity and accord- 
ing to the due and prescribed order of the Protestant Episcopal 
Church in the United States of America and in conformity with the 
Canons thereof, Ordain and Consecrate our well beloved in Christ 
the Reverend John Harris Burt, D.D. of whose sufficiency in good 
learning, soundness in the Faith and purity of manners we were fully 
ascertained into the sacred office of a Bishop in the One, Holy, 


. 
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Catholic and Apostolic Church of God, he having been duly chosen 
Bishop Coadjutor of Ohio. 


Given under our hands and seals in the City of Cleveland and 
State of Ohio on the day and in the year above written. 


JOHN E. HINEs, Presiding Bishop (SEAL ) 
NELSON BurRouGHS, Bishop of Ohio (SEAL) 
BEVERLEY D. TUCKER, Bishop (SEAL) 
Henry W. Hosson, Bishop (SEAL) 
LANE W. BaRTON, Bishop of Eastern Oregon (SEAL) 
FRANCIS ErIc BLoy, Bishop of Los Angeles (SEAL ) 
LAURISTON LIVINGSTON SCAIFE, Bishop of 

Western New York (SEAL) 
WALTER M. HIGLEY, Bishop of Central New York (SEAL) 
ROBERT F. GIBSON, JR., Bishop of Virginia (SEAL) 
DONALD H. V. HALLOcK, Bishop of Milwaukee (SEAL) 
WILLIAM CRITTENDEN, Bishop of Erie (SEAL) 
ARCHIE H. CROWLEY, Suffragan Bishop of Michigan (SEAL ) 
ARNOLD M. LEwiIs, Suffragan Bishop for the Armed Forces (SEAL) 
ROGER BLANCHARD, Bishop of Southern Ohio (SEAL) 
GEORGE L. CaDIGAN, Bishop of Missouri (SEAL) 
ROBERT L. DEWITT, Bishop of Pennsylvania (SEAL ) 
JAMES W. MONTGOMERY, Bishop Coadjutor of Chicago (SEAL ) 
GEORGE R. SELWaY, Bishop of Northern Michigan (SEAL) 
RoBERT B. HALL, Bishop Coadjutor of Virginia (SEAL) 
HAROLD F. APPLEYARD, Bishop of 

Georgian Bay (Canada) (SEAL) 


WILLIAM SCARLETT, Bishop (Laid on hands—Did not Sign or Seal) 


Attest: DONALD WONDERS, Deputy Registrar. 
ALEXANDER M., RODGER, Registrar. 


DCXXII: THE RIGHT REVEREND 
WILLIAM MOULTRIE MOORE, JR. 


SUFFRAGAN BISHOP OF NORTH CAROLINA 
IN THE NAME OF THE FATHER AND OF THE SON AND OF THE 
HOLY GHOST. AMEN. 
To all the Faithful in Christ Jesus throughout the World; Greetings: 


Be it known unto you by these presents, that we, Albert Rhett 
Stuart, D.D., Bishop of Georgia; Thomas Augustus Fraser, D.D., 
Bishop of North Carolina; Richard Henry Baker, D.D., Bishop; 
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assisted by the other Right Reverend Bishops, whose names are 
hereto subscribed under the protection of Almighty God, did on 
The Feast of St. Mark, being the Twenty-fifth Day of April in the 
year of Our Lord one thousand nine hundred and sixty-seven in 
The Church of the Good Shepherd, Raleigh, North Carolina in the 
presence of a Congregation of the Clergy and Laity and according 
to the due and prescribed order of the Protestant Episcopal Church 
in the United States of America and in conformity with the Canons 
thereof, Ordain and Consecrate our well beloved in Christ the 
Reverend William Moultrie Moore, Jr., of whose sufficiency in good 
learning, soundness in the Faith and purity of manners we were fully 
ascertained into the sacred office of a Bishop in the One, Holy, 
Catholic and Apostolic Church of God, he having been duly chosen 
Suffragan Bishop of North Carolina. 


Given under our hands and seals in the City of Raleigh and State 
of North Carolina on the day and in the year above written. 


ALBERT R. STUART, Bishop of Georgia (SEAL) 
THOMAS A. FRASER, JR., Bishop of North Carolina (SEAL ) 
RICHARD H. BAKER, Bishop (SEAL) 
WILBURN C. CAMPBELL, Bishop of West Virginia (SEAL) 
JAMES L. DUNCAN, Suffragan Bishop of South Florida (SEAL) 
M. GEorGE HENRY, Bishop of Western North Carolina (SEAL ) 
GIRAULT JONES, Bishop of Louisiana (SEAL) 
JoHN A. PINCKNEY, Bishop of Upper South Carolina (SEAL) 
JOHN M. ALLIN, Bishop of Mississippi (SEAL) 
J. MILTON RICHARDSON, Bishop of Texas (SEAL) 
JOHN VANDER Horst, Bishop of Tennessee (SEAL) 
IvESON B. NOLAND, Bishop Coadjutor of Louisiana (SEAL ) 
GEORGE M. Murray, Bishop Coadjutor of Alabama (SEAL) 
THoMaSs H. WRIGHT, Bishop of East Carolina (SEAL) 
RANDOLPH R. CLAIBORNE, JR., Bishop of Atlanta (SEAL) 


Attest: ALEXANDER M. RODGER, Registrar. 


DCXXIII: THE RIGHT REVEREND 
JOHN RAYMOND WYATT 


BISHOP OF SPOKANE 
IN THE NAME OF THE FATHER AND OF THE SON AND OF THE 
HOLY GHOST. AMEN. 


To all the Faithful in Christ Jesus throughout the World; Greetings: 


. 
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Be it known unto you by these presents, that we, John Elbridge 
Hines, D.D., Presiding Bishop; Joseph Meakin Harte, D.D., Bishop 
of Arizona; Chauncie Kilmer Myers, S.T.D., Bishop of California; 
assisted by the other Right Reverend Bishops, whose names are 
hereto subscribed under the protection of Almighty God, did on 
a Rogation Day, being Tuesday, the Second Day of May, in the 
year of Our Lord one thousand nine hundred and sixty-seven in 
The Cathedral of St. John the Evangelist, Spokane, Washington, in 
the presence of a Congregation of the Clergy and Laity and accord- 
ing to the due and prescribed order of the Protestant Episcopal 
Church in the United States of America and in conformity with the’ 
Canons thereof, Ordain and Consecrate our well beloved in Christ 
the Reverend John Raymond Wyatt of whose sufficiency in good 
learning, soundness in the Faith and purity of manners we were fully 
ascertained into the sacred office of a Bishop in the One, Holy, 
Catholic and Apostolic Church of God, he having been duly chosen 
Bishop of Spokane. 


Given under our hands and seals in the City of Spokane and State 
of Washington on the day and in the year above written. 


JOHN E. HINEs, Presiding Bishop (SEAL) 
JOSEPH M. Harte, Bishop of Arizona (SEAL ) 
C. KILMER Myers, Bishop of California (SEAL) 
Ivo IRA CurtTIs, Bishop of Olympia (SEAL) 
RICHARD S. WATSON, Bishop of Utah (SEAL) 
RUSSELL S. HUBBARD, Bishop (SEAL) 
LANE W. BARTON, Bishop of Eastern Oregon (SEAL ) 
JAMES W. F. CARMAN, Bishop of Oregon (SEAL) 
HAL R. Gross, Suffragan Bishop of Oregon (SEAL ) 


TOM GREENWOOD, Assistant Bishop of Cariboo (Canada) (SEAL) 
Attest: ALEXANDER M. RopGER, Registrar. 


DCXXIV: THE RIGHT REVEREND 
ROBERT RAE SPEARS, JR. 


SUFFRAGAN BISHOP OF WEST MIssouRI 
IN THE NAME OF THE FATHER AND OF THE SON AND OF THE 
HOLY GHOST. AMEN. 
To all the Faithful in Christ Jesus throughout the World; Greetings: 


Be it known unto you by these presents, that we, John Elbridge 
Hines, D.D., Presiding Bishop; Horace William Baden Donegan, 
D.D., Bishop of New York; Edward Randolph Welles, S.T.D., 
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Bishop of West Missouri; assisted by the other Right Reverend 
Bishops, whose names are hereto subscribed under the protection of 
Almighty God, did on Whitsun Monday, being the Fifteenth Day 
of May, in the year of Our Lord one thousand nine hundred and 
sixty-seven, in Grace and Holy Trinity Cathedral, Kansas City, 
Missouri, in the presence of a Congregation of the Clergy and Laity 
and according to the due and prescribed order of the Protestant 
Episcopal Church in the United States of America and in conformity 
with the Canons thereof, Ordain and Consecrate our well beloved in 
Christ the Reverend Robert Rae Spears, Jr., of whose sufficiency in 
good learning, soundness in the Faith and purity of manners we 
were fully ascertained into the sacred office of a’Bishop in the One, 
Holy, Catholic and Apostolic Church of God, he having been duly 
chosen Suffragan Bishop of West Missouri. 


Given under our hands and seals in the City of Kansas City and 
State of Missouri on the day and in the year above written. 


JOHN E. HINEs, Presiding Bishop (SEAL ) 
Horace W. B. DONEGAN, Bishop of New York (SEAL) 
EDWARD R. WELLES, Bishop of West Missouri (SEAL ) 
LAURISTON LIVINGSTON SCAIFE, Bishop of 

Western New York (SEAL ) 
FREDERICK J. WARNECKE, Bishop of Bethlehem (SEAL) 
RoBERT R. BRown, Bishop of Arkansas (SEAL) 
EDWARD C. TURNER, Bishop of Kansas (SEAL) 
GEORGE L. CapDIGAN, Bishop of Missouri (SEAL ) 
RUSSELL T. RAUSCHER, Bishop of Nebraska (SEAL) 
JAMES W. MontTGOMERY, Bishop Coadjutor of Chicago (SEAL) 
ALBERT A. CHAMBERS, Bishop of Springfield (SEAL) 
THEODORE H. McCrea, Suffragan Bishop of Dallas (SEAL) 
FRED W. PuTNAM, JR., Suffragan Bishop of Oklahoma (SEAL) 
J. MILTON RICHARDSON, Bishop of Texas (SEAL ) 
WILLIAM Davipson, Bishop of Western Kansas (SEAL) 
WILLIAM PAUL BarnDs, Suffragan Bishop of Dallas (SEAL) 
BAN It, Bishop of Singapore and Malaya (SEAL) 


Attest: ALEXANDER M. RODGER, Registrar. 


DCXXV: THE RIGHT REVEREND 
MILTON LEGRAND WOOD 


SUFFRAGAN BISHOP OF ATLANTA 


IN THE NAME OF THE FATHER AND OF THE SON AND OF THE 
HOLY GHOST. AMEN. 


. 
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To all the Faithful in Christ Jesus throughout the World; Greetings: 


Be it known unto you by these presents, that we, John Elbridge 
Hines, D.D., Presiding Bishop; Charles Colcock. Jones Carpenter, 
D.D., Bishop of Alabama; Randolph Royall Claiborne, Jr., D.D., 
Bishop of Atlanta; assisted by the other Right Reverend Bishops, 
whose names are hereto subscribed under the protection of Almighty 
God, did on The Feast of St. Peter, being the Twenty-ninth Day of 
June, in the year of Our Lord one thousand nine hundred and sixty- 
seven, in The Cathedral of St. Philip, Atlanta, Georgia, in the 
presence of a Congregation of the Clergy and Laity and according 
to the due and prescribed order of the Protestant Episcopal Church 
in the United States of America and in conformity with the Canons 
thereof, Ordain and Consecrate our well beloved in Christ the 
Reverend Milton LeGrand Wood of whose sufficiency in good 
learning, soundness in the Faith and purity of manners we were fully 
ascertained into the sacred office of a Bishop in the One, Holy, 
Catholic and Apostolic Church of God, he having been duly chosen 
Suffragan Bishop of Atlanta. 


Given under our hands and seals in the City of Atlanta and State 
of Georgia on the day and in the year above written. 


JOHN E. HINEs, Presiding Bishop (SEAL ) 
C. C. J. CARPENTER, Bishop of Alabama (SEAL) 
RANDOLPH ROYALL CLAIBORNE, Bishop of Atlanta (SEAL) 
ROBERT E. GRIBBIN, Bishop (SEAL ) 
Henry I. Louttit, Bishop of South Florida (SEAL) 
M. GEORGE HENRY, Bishop of Western North Carolina (SEAL) 
IvVESON B. NOLAND, Bishop Coadjutor of Louisiana (SEAL ) 
GEORGE M. Murray, Bishop Coadjutor of Alabama (SEAL) 
ALBERT R. STUART, Bishop of Georgia (SEAL) 
JOHN VANDER Horst, Bishop of Tennessee (SEAL) 
Davip S. RosE, Bishop Coadjutor of Southern Virginia (SEAL ) 
GRAY TEMPLE, Bishop of South Carolina (SEAL ) 
JOHN M. ALLIN, Bishop of Mississippi (SEAL) 
J. L. DUNCAN, Suffragan Bishop of South Florida (SEAL) 
WILLIAM L. HARGRAVE, Suffragan Bishop of South Florida (SEAL) 
WILLIAM E. SANDERS, Bishop Coadjutor of Tennessee (SEAL) 
JOHN A. PINCKNEY, Bishop of Upper South Carolina (SEAL ) 
J. MILTON RICHARDSON, Bishop of Texas (SEAL) 


W. Mou_LtTrRi£ Moore, JR., Suffragan Bishop of 


North Carolina (SEAL) 


Attest: ALEXANDER M. RoDGER, Registrar. 
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APPENDIX 8 


REPORT OF THE COMMITTEE ON RULES OF ORDER 
OF THE HOUSE OF DEPUTIES 


Membership 


In accordance with the Rules of Order, as amended at the 1964 
General Convention, which require the appointment of Standing 
Committees at least sixty days in advance of the opening date of 
the Convention, the President, in March of 1967, appointed the 
following as members of the Committee on Rules of Order: 


Very Rev. David S. Ball of Albany 

Very Rev. John C. Leffler, D.D., of Olympia 
Very Rev. C. Julian Bartlett, D.D., of California 
Charles M. Crump of Tennessee 

Daniel M. Thornton III of Delaware 


The President, Clifford P. Morehouse, LL.D., by virtue of the 
said Rules of Order, is a member of the Committee ex officio. 


Revision of Rules 


The Committee met at the Episcopal Church Center on May 19, 
1967, elected Dr. Morehouse Chairman and Mr. Crump Secretary, 
and considered a draft of the Rules of Order, Standing Orders, and 
Joint Rules, which had been prepared and mailed in advance to all 
members. 


After a thorough discussion, the draft was revised and again 
mailed to all members for their approval. 


Although there are only a few substantive changes in the Rules 
of Order, the format has been changed materially, with the Rules 
grouped under what the Committee considers to be more logical 
headings. The arrangement of motions in order of precedence is 
similar to the form used in “The Parliamentary Manual” which 
appeared in the published Rules of Order of 1961 and prior Con- 
ventions. 
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Several new Rules are worthy of special mention. 


Commentary 


Constitution and Canons 


Proposed new Rule 14 clarifies the function of the Committees 
on Amendments to the Constitution and on Canons, and proposed 
Rule 23 provides that a Resolution calling for an amendment to the 
Constitution or the Canons may be considered by the House, sitting 
as a Committee of the Whole, prior to referral to or report of either 
of these Committees. This will permit the House to express itself on 
the substantive matter before burdening either of these Committees 
with the problem of clearing the appropriate language. 


Committee on Drafting 


New Rule 24 provides for a Committee on Drafting to which 
individual Deputies or Committees may turn for assistance in the 
drafting of Resolutions and to which the House may refer Resolu- 
tions for clarification of language. 


Recall from Committee 


Although it was pointed out at the meeting of the Committee, by 
both the President of the House of Deputies and the Secretary of 
the House, who met with the Committee, that, in the past, all Com- 
mittees have reported out for action all Resolutions referred to them, 
it seemed advisable to provide that, by a two-thirds majority vote of 
the members present and voting, the House may recall from Com- 
mittee any Resolution not reported to the House by the third legis- 
lative day after its being referred to such Committee. New Rules 25 
and 27c make such provision. 


Other New Rules 


Other new Rules will be found in the section of General Regula- 
tions, and there are new provisions for amending the Rules and for 
adopting Robert’s Rules of Order where they do not conflict. 


The principal changes in the Joint Rules deal with the composi- 
tion and organization of Joint Committees and Joint Commissions, 
not heretofore specifically provided for. 
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Recommendations 


The Committee recommends that the Rules of Order, Standing 
Orders, and Joint Rules be considered on the opening day of the 
Convention and, if found acceptable, adopted as the Rules of Order 
applicable to this Convention. Rules of Order, Standing Orders, and 
Joint Rules are attached to this Report as Sections A, B, and C, re- 
spectively, of Supplement D, “Rules of Order—House of Deputies”. 


The Committee offers the following Resolutions: 


Resolution #1 


Resolved, That the Rules of Order and Standing Orders at- 
tached hereto as Sections A and B, respectively, of Supplement D, 
“Rules of Order—House of Deputies”, be adopted as the Rules 
of Order and Standing Orders of the House of Deputies of the 
62nd General Convention and to continue in force until amended, 
repealed, or superseded. 


Resolution #2 


Resolved, the House of Bishops concurring, That the Joint 
Rules attached hereto as Section C, Supplement D, “‘Rules of 
Order—House of Deputies”, be adopted as the Joint Rules of 
the House of Bishops and the House of Deputies of the 62nd 
General Convention and to continue in force until amended, re- 
pealed, or superseded. 
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Financial Report 
Receipts 
Appropriation by the General Convention .... a tees $1,500.00 


Disbursements 
Travel expense for Committee meeting, May 19, 1967 $ 213.60 
Unexpended balance ume 5, 21967022 Mitt ers ws its $1,286.40 


Respectfully submitted, 
CLIFFORD P. MOREHOUSE, Chairman 
Davi S. BALL 
C. JULIAN BARTLETT 
JOHN C,. LEFFLER 
CHARLES M, Crump, Secretary 
DANIEL M. THORNTON III 
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$n Memoriam 


Whereas, Ralph W. Black served as a faithful member of 
the Joint Commission on Ecumenical Relations from 1961 
until his death on August 22, 1966; and 


Whereas, He is mourned, not only by his family and by the 
Missionary District of North Dakota, but by his friends and 
fellow-workers throughout the Church; therefore, be it 


Resolved, That this Minute, in thanksgiving for the life and 
work of the late Ralph M. Black, adopted by the Joint Com- 
mission on Ecumenical Relations at its meeting in New York, 
at the Cathedral Church of St. John the Divine, January 3-5, 
1967, be included in the Triennial Report, and that copies be 
sent to his family and his Bishop. 
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INTRODUCTION 


It works. It is not unmanageable. No one of its responsibilities 
has been neglected. In fact, they have been carried out more 
effectively. 

The new Joint Commission on Ecumenical Relations, set up by 
the 1964 General Convention, has continued and furthered the 
work of the former Joint Commissions which were merged to 
create it. Nothing has been lost in the areas of Approaches to 
Unity, Co-operation with Eastern and Old Catholic Churches, and 
Ecumenical Relations proper. In addition, new work has been 
added, such as Relations with the Roman Catholic Church, Rela- 
tions with Pentecostal and Conservative Evangelical Churches, and 
Jewish-Christian Dialogue. 

Since its inception in 1964, the Joint Commission on Ecumenical 
Relations has had four full-scale meetings and has settled into a 
remarkably smooth operating group. Dividing up its many respon- 
sibilities among seven comfnittees and one council, its thirty 
members (ten Bishops, ten Presbyters, and ten lay persons, with 
additional members ex officio, staff, and co-opted members of 
sub-committees) have severally and collectively discharged the 
tasks laid upon the Commission by the Sixty-first General 
Convention. 


Charter of the Commission 


The Commission has functioned under the following charter from 
the General Convention: 


“(The) Joint Commission, by means of special units or otherwise, 
shall continue the work of the Joint Commission on Ecumenical Rela- 
tions, the Joint Commission on Approaches to Unity, and the Joint 
Commission on Co-operation with the Eastern and Old Catholic 
Churches, and shall be charged also with relations with inter-Church 
organizations; with the Roman Catholic Church, the Orthodox Church, 
and the Ancient Eastern Churches; with other parts of the Anglican 
Communion and the Wider Episcopal Fellowship; and with consulta- 
tions on and approaches toward unity. 

the task of the new Joint Commission (shall) be to develop a 
comprehensive and co-ordinated policy and strategy on relations with 
other Churches, confirming, interpreting, or making fresh, definitions, 
in harmony with the faith and canons of the Protestant Episcopal 
Church, thus involving (a) statements on Faith and Order, (b) theo- 
logical discussions with other Churches, separately or in ecumenical 
gatherings, and (c) questions of Church law, tradition, and worship, 
arising in relationships with other Churches. 

*“. . such responsibilities of the new Joint Commission as relate to 
the Orthodox (shall) be committed to a special section, consisting of 
members particularly qualified therefor.” 


. 
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Summary of Current Work 


Under this charter, the Joint Commission has sought to examine 
and develop the relationships of the Episcopal Church with other 
Churches, and has tried to bring all of these relationships into an 
integrated, balanced, and comprehensive policy for this Church. 
The sharing and discussion of the reports from its several com- 
mittees by the full Commission has helped to avert undue emphasis 
in any one direction and to construct a policy which takes account 
of contemporary strivings for unity while adhering to the basic faith 
and polity of this Church. The Joint Commission has 


¢ Begun deeply significant dialogue with the Roman Catholic 
Church, reinforcing the many contacts begun as a result of the 
Second Vatican Council. 


¢ Approved with thanksgiving a statement clarifying the grounds 
for Anglican-Orthodox Relationships, looking forward to the forth- 
coming meeting of the Pan-Orthodox and Pan-Anglican Joint 
Doctrinal Commission. 


¢ Made new plans for the enhancement of Episcopal ties with 
the Polish National Catholic Church. 


¢ Exercised responsibility for organizing and co-ordinating this 
Church’s participation in both the National and World Councils of 
Churches. 


¢ Continued contacts with the Pentecostal and Conservative 
Evangelical Churches. 


¢ Heard reports of negotiations looking toward reunion from 
many of the nineteen self-governing Churches of the Anglican 
Communion and, helped in its participation by the leadership of 
the Church of England in the latter’s conversations with the 
Methodists, and by the Anglican Church of Canada in its con- 
sultations with the United Church, received with warmth the de- 
velopment of areas of agreement with the nine other Churches in 
the Consultation on Church Union. 


MEMBERS OF THE JOINT COMMISSION 


Rt. Rev. John M. Allin (Mississippi) 

Rt. Rev. G. Francis Burrill (Chicago) 

Rt. Rev. Richard S. M. Emrich (Michigan) 

Rt. Rev. Robert F. Gibson (Virginia), Chairman* 
Rt. Rev. Donald H. V. Hallock (Milwaukee) 
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Rt. Rev. John S. Higgins (Rhode Island) 

Rt. Rev. Cedric E. Mills ( Virgin Islands ) 

Rt. Rev. J. Brooke Mosley (Delaware) * 

Rt. Rev. Lauriston L. Scaife (Western New York) * 
Rt. Rev. Edward R. Welles (West Missouri) 


Very Rev. Gray M. Blandy (Texas) 

Rev. John V. Butler (New York), Vice-Chairman* 
Very Rev. John B. Coburn (Massachusetts ) 

Rev. Edward R. Hardy (Connecticut) 

Rev. James W. Kennedy (Southern Ohio), Secretary* 
Rev. Robert B. MacDonald (Pennsylvania) 

Rev. Albert T. Mollegen (Virginia ) 

Rey. Canon Enrico C. S$. Molnar (Los Angeles) 
Rev. Arthur A. Vogel (Milwaukee) 

Rev. William J. Wolf (Massachusetts ) 


Paul B. Anderson (New York), Treasurer* 
Ralph W. Black (North Dakota), Deceased 
John Nicholas Brown (Rhode Island) 

N. Hamner Cobbs (Alabama) 

Mrs. Penrose W. Hirst (Texas) 

Mrs. Sherman E. Johnson (California ) 
Harry W. Oborne (Colorado) 

J. L. Pierson (Missouri) 

George A. Shipman (Olympia) 

Mrs. David S. Tappan (Rochester) 


Rt. Rev. John E. Hines (Presiding Bishop), Ex officio* 
Clifford P. Morehouse (New York), Ex officio 


Rt. Rev. Stephen F. Bayne, Jr. (Vice-President, Executive 
Council), Consultant* 

Peter Day (Ecumenical Officer, Executive Council), Staff 
Officer and Consultant* 


Rev. Canon R. Latimer (Anglican Church of Canada), 
Observer 





* Indicates members of the Executive Committee; namely, the officers, 
plus two members-at-large, with the Presiding Bishop, Bishop Bayne, and 
Dr. Day as members ex officio. Other members may be co-opted, as needed, 
for any special item on the agenda. 


- 
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STRUCTURE OF THE JOINT COMMISSION 


The special work done by the Joint Commission over the past 
triennium is being reported through the several committees and 
the council into which it has been organized. All reports have been 
reviewed and approved by the entire Commission. 

The make-up of the committees and the council is as follows: 


i 


Council on Relations with Eastern Churches 

Bishop Scaife, Chairman; Rev. Mr. MacDonald, Secretary; 
Dr. Anderson, Dr. Brown, Rev. Dr. Hardy, and Mr. Oborne. 
Co-opted Members: Rt. Rev. Francis W. Lickfield (Quincy ) 
and Ven. J. Ralph Deppen (Chicago). 


. Committee on Relations with the Roman Catholic Church 


Bishop Hallock, Chairman; Rev. Dr. Vogel, Secretary; Bishop 
Higgins, Bishop Welles, Rev. Dr. Wolf, Dr. Morehouse, Dr. 
Shipman, and, as a newly appointed consultant, Rev. Massey 
H. Shepherd, Jr. (California). 


. Committee on Unity Consultations 


Bishop Gibson, Chairman; Mr. Pierson, Secretary; Bishop 
Bayne, Bishop Burrill, Bishop Emrich, Bishop Mills, Rev. Dr. 
Mollegen, Rev. Dr. Molnar, Rev. Dr. Wolf, Dr. Day, and 
Rev. Dr. Vogel. 


. Committee on Relations with Pentecostal and Conservative 


Evangelical Churches 
Bishop Welles, Chairman; Dr. Day, Secretary. 


. Committee on Councils of Churches 


Bishop Mosley, Chairman; Rev. Dr. Kennedy, Secretary; 
Bishop Allin, Dean Blandy, Dean Coburn, Mr. Cobbs, and 
Mrs. Hirst. 


. Committee on Jewish-Christian Dialogue 


Rev. Dr. Butler, Chairman; Mrs. Johnson, Secretary. Co- 
opted Member: Rt. Rev. Jonathan G. Sherman (Long 
Island). 


. Theological Committee 


Dean Coburn, Chairman; Rev. Dr. Hardy, Secretary; Bishop 
Bayne, Rev. Dr. Mollegen, Dr. Shipman, and Rev. Dr. Vogel. 


. Committee on the Wider Episcopal Fellowship 


Bishop Higgins, Chairman; Bishop Bayne, Bishop Scaife, 
Rev. Dr. Butler, and Dr. Day. 


. The Executive Committee 


Bishop Gibson, Chairman; Rev. Dr. Kennedy, Secretary; 
Bishop Bayne, Bishop Scaife, Bishop Mosley, Rev. Dr. Butler, 
Dr. Anderson, and Dr. Day. 
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THE REPORT 
1. Relations with Eastern Churches 
Contemporary Orthodoxy 


Between 1886, when the General Convention signaled its desire 
for closer relations with the Orthodox by establishing a Russo- 
Greek Committee, to the middle of the 20th Century, the Episcopal 
Church was largely concerned with helping the Eastern Churches 
to domesticate themselves in American life. Nearly all of the 
Orthodox faithful and most of the Bishops and other clergymen 
are now Americans. From worshipping in barracks or borrowed 
churches, the Orthodox and the Armenians have moved into scores 
of new edifices which usually combine homeland architecture with 
American functional interiors. 


In youthful spirit and vitality they outstrip many Episcopal and 
Protestant Churches. They are caught up in a mood of spiritual re- 
newal, not unlike the aggiornamento characterizing post-Vatican-II 
Roman Catholics, although there is but little connection between 
the two. It is highly significant, however, that Pope Paul and 
Patriarch Athenagoras embraced in Jerusalem, and, in 1964, that 
they reciprocally consigned to oblivion the mutual excommunica- 
tions of 1054 A.D. between Rome and Constantinople. 

Renewal, rejuvenation, restoration of youth and vigor—such 
internal changes may, in part, be results of the new environment. 
Instead of being enclosed in the former Russian and Turkish 
empires, Eastern Christians are now scattered over the world—three 
hundred thousand in Western Europe, a quarter of a million in 
Australia, reportedly five million in North America. This is the 
modern diaspora, with which we have increasing relationships. Yet 
their spiritual, theological, and canonical, ties are bound up with the 
Mother Churches, the fourteen Autocephalic Orthodox Churches 
in communion with Constantinople and the five ancient Eastern 
Churches that rejected the decisions of the Council of Chalcedon. 


Other Ancient Eastern Churches 


The five ancient Eastern Churches developed cohesion at a meet- 
ing in Addis Ababa in 1964. Official delegates of the Armenian, 
Syrian Antiochian, Coptic, Ethiopian, and Indian Syrians, produced 
a report that gives fresh insight into the modern life of these ancient 
Churches. Although their theologians and those of the Orthodox 
came to many common conclusions at a conference in Aarhus, 
Denmark, in 1963, the Chalcedon decisions still divide them. 


oa 
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New Trends Overseas 


A striking development is to be.seen in the most ancient Patri- 
archate of all, that of Antioch. In Syria and Lebanon, an Orthodox 
Youth Movement, although only approximately twenty years old, 
is credited by many with stirring up new life and with leading to 
the election of progressive young Bishops for the strategic sees of 
Latakia in Syria and New York in the U.S.A. Even more impres- 
sive was the Synod’s determination to establish a college-grade 
theological seminary in Lebanon, which will be the first such 
Orthodox institution in the Middle East, and which will parallel the 
Armenian College at Antelias, near Beirut. 

Another evidence of renewal is to be seen in a movement in the 
Moscow Patriarchate, much publicized abroad, but muted in the 
Soviet Union. At considerable risk to themselves, two young priests, 
in December, 1965, addressed carefully prepared documents to 
Mr. Podgorny, Head of State, and to Patriarch Alexei, Head of 
the Church, calling the attention of the former to actions by the 
State’s Council on Orthodox Church Affairs which were claimed 
to be more restrictive than Soviet constitution and law require, and 
urging the Patriarch to summon a new Church Council to so adjust 
the constitution of the Church as to restore clergymen to their 
canonically rightful places in the parish councils, from which they 
had been removed by a hastily called Council in 1961. 

In both the Middle East and in the Soviet Union the strength of 
these movements for spiritual and structural renewal is due in 
large measure to the strong support, if not the initiative, of the 
laity, and especially of the Orthodox intelligentsia. Here we see 
the working out of the historic role that both mind and soul play 
in Orthodoxy, such as was characteristic of the great Fathers of 
the Church in the formative period of Creeds and Councils upon 
which all Christendom depends. Western Christians can now simi- 
larly profit from the modern experience of these ancient Churches. 


St. Sergius’ Institute 


Of special interest to Western non-Orthodox Christians, and 
especially to the Episcopal Church, is the fact that both the Syrian 
Orthodox Youth Movement and the Orthodox priests in Moscow 
claim the great Russian theologians of St. Sergius’ Institute in Paris 
and the Russian Student Christian Movement Abroad as their in- 
tellectual and spiritual sources and mentors. The new Bishop of 
Latakia was trained at St. Sergius’, and the newly elected Metro- 
politan Philip Saliba in New York studied at St. Vladimir’s Semi- 
nary, which is itself an extension of St. Sergius’ in both leadership 
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and purpose. The Moscow documents refer specifically to the 
works of Bulgakoff, Berdyaev, and Lossky, men who, exiled in 
1922 by the Soviet Government, were sponsored by the Church of 
England, the Episcopal Church, and the American YMCA, men 
who set the astonishing record of producing a Theological Institute, 
an Orthodox student movement, and a fund of modern literature 
on theology and philosophy which has influenced Catholics and 
Protestants, as well as Orthodox, in all parts of the world. 

The Orthodox Theological Institute of St. Sergius in Paris has 
completed forty years of productive effort. It is now experiencing 
important changes. Founded for the purpose of training priests and 
theologians for the Russian Church in the homeland and abroad, 
the student body is now comprehensively international. In fact, 
Russians are in the minority, the main body being Greeks and 
Yugoslavs, with individual students from Germany, England, 
Switzerland, and France. Sixty scholars attending the 15th annual 
“Liturgical Week’’, at the Institute, in June, 1966, heard eleven 
Roman Catholic, two Anglican, three Protestant, and four Ortho- 
dox, theologians reading papers and discussing varied topics in an 
extraordinarily ecumenical atmosphere. The Institute is creating an 
effective, co-operative, spiritual basis among the fourteen auto- 
cephalic (namely, independent) Churches. 

Faculty members continue to produce Orthodox contributions 
to theology. A recent brochure listing the writings of professors at 
the Institute shows 43 books and 415 articles published during the 
ten-year period, 1955-1965. Most of them are in European lan- 
guages. Archbishop Georges, the faculty, and the students, often 
express appreciation to the Episcopal Church for the close col- 
laboration and financial support provided by this Church through 
the Joint Commission on Ecumenical Relations. 


Accomplishments in This Triennium 


The Council on Relations with the Eastern Churches has had 
four meetings during the triennium. On each occasion, a full review 
was had of the activities of the Council, in line with the responsi- 
bilities assigned by the Commission, and of the individual activities 
of its members, through which, to a great extent, the Council main- 
tains co-operation with Orthodox Churches across the nation and 
around the world. 

The increasing strength of the Orthodox Churches in the United 
States has been reflected in the work of the Standing Conference 
of Canonical Orthodox Bishops in the Americas, which is becoming 
increasingly strong and influential. There is no doubt but that this 


¥ 
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development in co-operation and consolidation among the Orthodox 
Churches presages for the Council a more responsible and de- 
manding role as it seeks new ways of co-operation between the 
Episcopal Church and the Eastern Churches in the United States, 
thus enriching the life of this Church. The Council notes, also, that 
the current ecumenical interest, common to all parts of Christianity, 
has led to a greater participation of the Orthodox Church in the 
National Council of the Churches of Christ in the U.S.A. A series 
of consultations between the Orthodox and the Roman Catholics 
has begun and an Ecumenical Committee has been formed, under 
the authority of the Standing Conference of Canonical Orthodox 
Bishops in the Americas. The Council calls attention to the increas- 
ing use of English in the services of many jurisdictions. 

During the triennium, the Council’s series of Orthodox-Anglican 
consultations was continued, two per year, with an emphasis on 
co-operation at the practical level. A paper was produced for the 
guidance of the clergy, entitled, “Interim Guide-lines for Anglican- 
Orthodox Relationships”, drafted at the Orthodox-Anglican Con- 
sultation held at Holy Cross Greek Orthodox Theological School, 
September 28, 1965. This document (Annex A), in a form slightly 
amended and approved by the Standing Conference, was received 
by the House of Bishops in October, 1966 and ordered distributed 
to members of the House. It is expected that it will become the 
norm of procedure and that it will help in avoiding situations which 
might prove offensive. The Standing Conference has published a 
brochure on ecumenical practices which elaborates on the guide- 
lines. 

At the Consultation held at St. Vladimir’s Seminary, Tuckahoe, 
N. Y., May 27, 1966, there was a full discussion of the role of the 
Episcopal Church in the Consultation on Church Union, and of the 
unity proposals under study as between the United Church and the 
Anglican Church of Canada, with the hope of allaying the fears 
of the Orthodox, who share the hesitation of the Old Catholics 
and the Polish National Catholics about this Church’s entering into 
any plan which is merely North American, because they feel it may 
veer away from traditional Church concepts. 


International Conversations 


The Joint Commission has received with interest the Report of 
the Inter-Orthodox Theological Commission for Dialogue with 
Anglicans, which met at Belgrade, Yugoslavia, September 1-15, 
1966. In accordance with a decision of the Third Pan-Orthodox 
Conference (Rhodes, 1964), that Commission is preparing for 
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the resumption of Orthodox-Anglican Conversations, such as were 
last held on a Pan-Orthodox and Pan-Anglican basis at Lambeth 
in 1931, and which will now be made even more significant by the 
participation of the Patriarchate of Moscow. The Commission’s 
Resolution divides the topics involved into those on which various 
Orthodox-Anglican Conferences have arrived at agreed statements 
(e.g. Rumania, 1935), those on which the Orthodox Churches 
corporately should now come to a common mind, and others on 
which discussion should be carried further or begun. Some of these 
last seem to mark a movement away from more technical questions 
to questions raised by more recent developments in the ecumenical 
dialogue. (Full text of the Resolution in Annex B.) 

One of the Council’s major aims in the Consultations has been to 
supply material for the forthcoming Pan-Anglican/Pan-Orthodox 
Joint Commission. Here, our experiences in North America will 
prove useful, because the American situation, where Anglicans live 
side by side with a thousand Orthodox parishes, is not paralleled 
in Europe. 

The Council notes with pleasure that during the triennium the 
Armenian Church has grown in health and strength and in stable 
leadership, with the building of several new churches; there is an 
Armenian Cathedral complex that will soon be completed in New 
York City. The Council also maintains contact with the North 
American Diocese of the Syrian Orthodox Church of Antioch 
(Jacobite) and with the Church of the East and of the Assyrians. 


Directory of Parishes and Clergy 


The Council on Eastern Churches has carried on an active pro- 
gram of co-operation with the Eastern Churches, administering the 
use of 15% of the Good Friday Offering, primarily in regular grants 
to St. Sergius’ Orthodox Theological Institute and releated under- 
takings in Paris. Program items also include emergency grants to 
certain needy students in Orthodox seminaries; travel grants for 
professors of Halki Seminary (Istanbul); publication of the Sympo- 
sium, Orthodox Thought (in French), by professors of St. Sergius’; 
and the publication of two issues of the Directory of Eastern Par- 
ishes and Clergy in North America. The Directory goes to all 
Episcopal Bishops, to all Orthodox Patriarchs abroad, and to all 
Orthodox Bishops in North America. It is sold to many interested 
institutions and persons. It is the only Directory which lists all of 
the authentic Orthodox and Ancient Eastern Churches in the 
U.S.A., those in communion with the See of Constantinople, the 
non-Chalcedonian Churches, and the modern diaspora. 
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2. Relations with the Roman Catholic Church 


Through its Committee on Relations with the-Roman Catholic 
Church, the Joint Commission on Ecumenical Relations has had 
three official consultations with delegates of that Church, the first of 
their kind in history. A planned fourth consultation will be held too 
late for coverage in this Report. The first meeting was held on June 
22, 1965, in Washington, D.C.; the second in Kansas City, Mis- 
souri, February 2-4, 1966; and the third in Providence, Rhode 
Island, October 10-12, 1966. The fourth meeting is scheduled for 
May 24-26, 1967, in Milwaukee, Wisconsin. 

Delegates attending the Washington meeting were quickly caught 
up in a warm, cordial atmosphere; the lack of tension was specifi- 
cally noted at the meeting before the day was over. Because of the 
ease and honesty of the atmosphere, it was possible quickly to get 
to major issues. 


Agreement on Baptism 


The subject of Baptism was raised, and an already-existing theo- 
logical consensus became immediately evident. Representatives of 
the Episcopal Church stated that the conditional baptism of Episco- 
palians by the Roman Catholic Church was an irritant in relations 
between the two Churches. The Roman Catholics present assented 
at once to the theological inconsistency of such actions by Roman 
Catholic clergymen and pointed out that Roman Catholic theory 
and practice have frequently diverged on this point. The need to 
improve communications both within and between Churches is most 
obvious in instances such as this. Evidently, there are some Epis- 
copal Bishops who, when receiving Roman Catholics into the Epis- 
copal Church, conditionally confirm them. The impropriety of that 
practice was also quickly acknowledged by all. 

Another irritant in relations between the two Churches is the 
present Roman Catholic requirements about mixed marriages. A 
report from the meeting was sent to the Secretariat for Christian 
Unity in Rome stating Anglican objections to current Roman 
Catholic regulations. 


Eucharist and Unity 


The second meeting was of longer duration than the first, so that 
the delegates could get to know one another better as persons. The 
first full day of the consultation opened with the celebration of the 
Holy Eucharist at Grace and Holy Trinity Episcopal Cathedral. 
Bishop Welles was the celebrant, and all the consultants attended, 
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although only the Episcopalians received the Sacrament. Two papers 
with one title, “The Eucharist, Sign and Cause of Unity: the Church 
as a Eucharistic Fellowship”, were read by the Rev. Bernard J. 
Cooke, S.J., and the Rev. Dr. Arthur A. Vogel. 

Fr. Cooke approached the subject from a biblical and patristic 
point of view. The role of the Bishop in the Eucharistic community, 
although not clear in the New Testament Church, was recognized as 
a complicating factor in present Roman-Catholic/Anglican eucha- 
ristic relations. Noting that “the Baptism of any Christian involves 
a right to Eucharistic fulfillment”, and that “we cannot expect Chris- 
tian unity to take place apart from the influence of the Eucharist”, 
Fr. Cooke asked, “Why cannot we, in the private and controlled 
situation that is ours in this conference, celebrate together the 
Eucharist? If we can, such common celebration will help immeasur- 
ably in establishing the consensus of faith we seek. If we cannot, 
let us delineate the precise barriers that exist—these barriers it 
would seem to me would tell us rather definitely the agenda that lies 
before us in future meetings.” 

The Rev. Dr. Vogel approached the Eucharist from a biblical- 
contemporary point of view. He contended that many of the most 
recent insights of the human sciences enlighten and deepen biblical 
insights. Presupposing that there is actually in existence a commu- 
nity of faith unified by the Sacrament of Baptism and the baptismal 
creed, Dr. Vogel asked, “If the nature of the Eucharist, the fact of 
Christ’s presence in it, and the means of effecting that presence, can 
be essentially agreed upon by members of the Mystical Body, might 
not their common reception at the Table of the Lord—with the 
selflessness such participation involves—be the primary means by 
which God wills to bring about ever-increasing unity among his 
people? God’s Food is the means of growth in unity: ‘Because there 
is one loaf, we who are many are one body, for we all partake of the 
same loaf.’ (J Corinthians 10:17). Nevertheless, the consultation 
as a whole concluded that it could not take such a step on its own. 

On the evening of the second day a group of Roman Catholic 
and Episcopal pastors joined the consultants for dinner. The guests 
had been meeting together in Kansas City for a two-year period, 
with discussions centering primarily upon the theological.and pas- 
toral problems of mixed marriages. Their findings were gratefully 
received, and, after examination and discussion, forwarded to ap- 
propriate agencies in Rome and Canterbury. 

The last day of the consultation began with a con-celebrated 
Eucharist conducted by the Roman Catholic clergy at the Roman 
Catholic Cathedral. The Episcopal delegates were seated in the 
sanctuary for this service and received the kiss of peace, but did 


. 
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not, of course, receive Holy Communion. In its final session, the 
consultation decided to keep, as much as possible, the context of 
the Eucharist for all of its succeeding topics. The delegates decided 
to designate the consultations by the initials ARC—standing for 
Anglican, Roman Catholic. 


Minister of Eucharist 


The third meeting of the consultation followed the previously- 
agreed-upon form, with a celebration of the Holy Eucharist each day. 
For the first time, however, a representative of the National Coun- 
cil of Churches, the Rev. W. Jackson Jarman, acted as an observer. 


The Rev. George H. Tavard, A. A., presented a paper entitled, 
“The Functions of the Minister in the Eucharistic Celebration”. The 
Rev. Dr. William J. Wolf presented a paper entitled, “The Minister 
of the Eucharist”. 


Fr. Tavard considered the role of the priest in the Eucharistic 
celebration from the points of view of an initiator into the mystery 
of Christ’s passion, a preacher of the Gospel, a teacher of the Word, 
and the president of an eschatological meal. The Rev. Dr. Wolf 
pointed out that the minister of the Eucharist has a three-fold repre- 
sentation: he represents Christ, the apostolic ministry (now con- 
tinued especially in the historic episcopate), and the congregation. 
Dr. Wolf went on to say that there is also a sense in which the lay- 
man is a co-offerer and co-minister in the celebration. 


Fr. Tavard’s paper concluded by asking specific questions of the 
Anglican Communion. His primary concern was, whether or not 
the Anglican Church taught “the traditional Catholic doctrine on 
the Eucharist and the Sacrament of Orders”. While he acknowl- 
edged that the Anglican Church has always defended episcopal 
polity, he wondered if it has defended “equally well the sacramental 
concept of the priesthood”. 


Most of the discussion centered around Fr. Tavard’s questions, 


and, in the course of the two days, he was thanked a number of 
times by the Episcopalians for his frankness. 


Episcopalians tried to explain the relation of Morning Prayer to 
the Holy Eucharist in this Church and the relation of the Ordinal 
of the Book of Common Prayer (the “Form for Making, Ordaining, 
and Consecrating Bishops, Priests and Deacons”) to the Articles 
of Religion. It was pointed out that the Articles do not have the 
status of the Ordinal in the Anglican Church and that, throughout 
the Book of Common Prayer, the role of a “priest” is consistently 
distinguished from that of a “minister”. 
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On the evening of October 11, members of the Episcopal and 
Roman Catholic diocesan ecumenical commissions of Rhode Island 
joined the national Commission members for dinner and discussion. 
Members of the national Commission were gratified to learn how 
far relations have progressed at the local level in Rhode Island and 
each group was able to ask specific questions of the other. 

At the time of the next consultation, in Milwaukee, a consensus 
statement on the Eucharist, representing the mind of the consulta- 
tion members, will be written. The co-chairmen of the two delega- 
tions, Bishop Helmsing and Bishop Hallock, will make short in- 
troductory presentations, based on the Eucharistic statements of 
Vatican II, the first Anglican Congress, and the Lambeth Confer- 
ence of 1958. 


International Relationships 


The Committee took note also of the wider Anglican/Roman- 
Catholic relationships—of the visit of the Archbishop of Canter- 
bury to Pope Paul and the developments which have resulted from 
it; the establishment, especially, of the Anglican Center in Rome, 
with its considerable library of Anglican historical and theological 
works; and the joint appointment by the Archbishop and the Pope 
of a world-wide Anglican/Roman-Catholic Commission, which had 
its first meeting in January, 1967. 

It is a source of much satisfaction that the Episcopal Church has 
been able to give considerable financial support to the Anglican 
Center and that the Rev. Professor Massey H. Shepherd, Jr., has 
been appointed as one of the Anglican members of the above- 
named Commission. Attention is also called to the Interim Guide- 
Lines for Relations with the Roman Catholic Church, produced 
by the Joint Commission (Annex C). 


3. Consultation on Church Union 


The Episcopal Church has continued to participate fully in the 
Consultation on Church Union during the past triennium.* Three 
more plenary meetings have been held—in Lexington, Kentucky, 
in 1965; in Dallas, Texas, in 1966; and in Cambridge, Massachu- 
setts, in 1967 (the last-named having been held too recently to be 
included in this Report). Four Churches, the African Methodist 
Episcopal Church, the Presbyterian Church in the U.S., the African 
Methodist Episcopal Zion Church, and the Christian Methodist 
Episcopal Church, have joined the Consultation during the same 





* As authorized by General Convention, 1961. 
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period, bringing the total of participating bodies to ten.** The For- 
ward Movement has published two-books which have been very 
helpful in communicating the work of the Consultation, at this 
stage to the constituencies of the Churches: COCU (which presents 
the reports of the first four meetings), and Principles of Church 
Union (the report of the Dallas meeting). 


Principles of Church Union 


Principles of Church Union, which is by reference made a part 
of this Report (see Annex D), undoubtedly represents the most 
significant achievement of the Consultation thus far. The “princi- 
ples” consist of a Preamble and four chapters, dealing, respectively, 
with the Church’s Faith, Worship, Sacraments, and Ministry, all 
carefully studied by the Consultation at Dallas and approved “for 
transmission to the constituencies of the participating churches for 
study and comment”. Study has indeed begun; and the Joint Com- 
mission wants, even at this early date, to express appreciation for 
the comments that have been received. As the Consultation con- 
tinues its work, it will be essential that its members be guided and 
supported by the informed judgment of the Churches they repre- 
sent. The Commission is, therefore, asking this General Convention 
to provide for thorough and systematic study in every Diocese. But 
the Commission is grateful for what has already been undertaken 
in this regard, and the help many have already given. 

Such study will make plain the notable and unexpected degree 
of common affirmation even now possible to the delegates of the 
Churches in the Consultation. The ten Churches represent a broad 
spectrum of Christian traditions unprecedented in modern ecumeni- 
cal unity discussions. To some, the recitation of a creed is customary 
practice; to others, creeds are almost unknown. In one Church, 
formal liturgical worship is the norm; in another, it hardly exists. 


** The Churches now participating in the Consultation are the following: 
The original four Churches 
The United Presbyterian Church in the U.S.A. 
The Protestant Episcopal Church in the U.S.A. 
The Methodist Church 
The United Church of Christ 
Added at the second meeting (1963) 
The International Convention of Christian Churches (Disciples of Christ) 
The Evangelical United Brethren Church 
Added at the fifth meeting (1966) 
The Presbyterian Church in the U.S. 
The African Methodist Episcopal Church 
Added since the fifth meeting 
The African Methodist Episcopal Zion Church 
The Christian Methodist Episcopal Church 
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Infant Baptism presents no problem to some, while it seems utterly 
anomalous to others. Bishops are seen in widely different lights in 
different Churches. “Priesthood” is a commonplace word on some 
lips, and, on others, a word to be used only with the greatest gentle- 
ness, to describe him who is the universal priest. So it goes, in every 
sensitive area of the Church’s life. 


Noteworthy Agreements 


Against this background, it is remarkable that the Consultation 
was able to make the unitive and fundamental affirmations to be 
found in Principles. A few are quoted, to illustrate this point. 


e About the Holy Communion, the Consultation says, “The 
action of the Church in the eucharistic celebration is at once an act 
of remembrance, an act of present communion, an act of proclama- 
tion of God’s redemption in Christ for all men, and an act of hope 
anticipating the future consummation. . . . The past is remembered, 
recalled as past events, but also remembered by the way of being 
re-presented in the present as now operative and powerful... . In 
the Lord’s Supper, symbols and symbolic actions are used. How- 
ever, the Eucharist is an effective sign; the action of the Church 
becomes the effective means whereby God in Christ acts and Christ 
is present with his people” (pages 41-42).* 

¢ The Apostles Creed, it is affirmed, is “one of the cardinal 
embodiments of classical Christian faith” and “the united church 
will use this confession as a corporate act of praise and allegiance 
which binds it to the apostolic gospel and to the faith of the one 
Church in all centuries and continents”. Again, “Still another an- 
cient symbol, the Nicene Creed, will be used by the united church 
in its duties as guardian of the truth of the Gospel’ (page 23). 


e Presbyters “are appointed particularly to preach the Word, 
celebrate the Sacraments, conduct the worship of the congregation, 
lead the congregation in its obedience to mission, watch over the 
flock of Christ, teach the faith, administer the Church’s discipline 
in the name of the congregation, take their rightful place in the 
Church’s government, set an example in their personal life of the 
standards expected of every Christian, bear in their prayers the con- 
gregation, the Church, and the world, and prepare themselves 
through prayer and study for their ministry, as circumstances allow” 
(page 51). 

* Page numbers in this and the three following sections refer to that edi- 
tion of Principles of Church Union published as a “Miniature Book” by 


Forward Movement Publications in 1966, which is, by reference, an integral 
part of this Report. 


+ 
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¢ In ordination, “the historic episcopate commends itself as per- 
sonifying the continuity of churchly authority. In the united church 
the historic episcopate, constitutionally defined, will serve, in union 
with other appropriate agents, in authorizing the ministry of Word 
and Sacrament.” (page 48) 

¢ As to Baptism, the Consultation agrees that it is “a decisive 
work of God leading to continuing life in God. We are baptized but 
once.” (page 38) 

¢ Of worship, it is affirmed that “The forms and practices of 
worship are of decisive importance with respect to the Church’s 
unity, its faithfulness to the divine initiative in revelation, and its 
steadfast witness to God in word and deed. They express, guard, 
and transmit the Church’s faith .. .” (page 30). 


Unsettled Problems 


Such citations illustrate what we call “a notable and unexpected 
degree of common affirmation”; and this unanimity is a fact of 
great importance. It is also a fact that many areas of importance in 
the life of the Church have not yet been explored by the Consulta- 
tion. Confirmation, although mentioned in connection with Baptism 
(page 40 et al), has not yet been considered by the Consultation, 
nor has there been discussion of Matrimony, Absolution, or Unction, 
among the Church’s sacramental rites. There is mention of “a cor- 
porate act in which and through which all would offer our existing 
ministries to Almighty God, asking him to receive our offering 
through Jesus Christ, to complete and perfect what is amiss or 
incomplete in our ministries and to give us whatever of his authority 
and grace we need to serve in the united ministry” (page 47); but, 
beyond that, no attempt has so far been made to set forth the way 
in which the ministry of the Church would be reconciled and united. 
A draft chapter dealing with a possible structure for a united Church 
was not adopted at Dallas, since it had not been widely discussed, 
and was circulated with the Principles only to elicit such discussion. 

So, one could continue to list the many areas not yet explored. 
So, might also be mentioned the areas of agreement which seem to 
the Commission to call for extensive, further, discussion. What is.to 
be the “‘statement of the meaning and structure of ministry” which 
will make possible a united ministry “representing the whole house- 
hold of faith” (page 47)? What is the meaning of “office” as ap- 
plied to the Orders of the Ministry (page 48 et al)? What partici- 
pation by unbaptized persons is “appropriate” in the Church (page 
20)? How is the Nicene Creed to be “used by the united Church 
in its duties as guardian of the truth of the gospel” (page 23)? 
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How are forms of worship to be chosen “by the united church as a 
whole” (page 31)? Such examples illustrate the extent of the 
dialogue still on the Consultation’s agenda. 


Union Before “Merger” 


To this may be added another, and crucial, area of discussion— 
that of “intensive study of the central necessities of the Church’s life 
in mission and ministry, and agreement about them’’, which will be 
required before the first great steps in union can be taken (page 83). 
The Consultation, in the critically important time-schedule approved 
at Dallas, agreed that the first goal of the journey toward a United 
Church should not be a final, detailed constitution, but an agree- 
ment on essentials adequate to permit the unifying of ministry and 
membership and the establishment of a “provisional council” 
through which the Churches could plan all their future work to- 
gether. The final step of constitution-writing might well be deferred 
for a generation or more, if, in the meantime, the separate Churches 
could share in full communion with one another and do all their 
planning as one. Indeed, the final constitution would be all the richer 
and wiser for the mutual knowledge and confidence which would 
be given in the intermediate years of unity amid diversity. But, if 
this first step of unification is to be possible, “there must be no 
uncertainty in anyone’s mind about the faith and order of the united 
church” (page 83). The exploration of this area again still lies 
ahead of the Consultation. 


Status of “Principles” 


Thus, it should be clear that Principles of Church Union is not 
a ‘plan’, nor even a complete outline of essential elements needed 
for a plan; certainly not a constitution. To read those chapters ex- 
pecting to find what is not in them, indeed what they were not 
intended to supply, is to miss the point of them altogether. The 
Preamble and the four chapters are the high-water mark of agree- 
ment already reached in the six years of the Consultation’s history. 
As such, they seem to the Commission to give assurance that the 
essential concerns of the Episcopal Church (as measured by the 
Chicago-Lambeth Quadrilateral) are being fairly represented and 
respected, that the dialogue of the Consultation is trustworthy and 
productive, that the ground so far cleared gives hope for the future, 
that the obstacles so far exposed are not more than a proper chal- 
lenge to Christian ecumenical thought, and that the goal before the 
consulting Churches is clearly not a Protestant super-Church, but 
nothing less than the visible unity of the one Church of Christ. “The 
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separate churches desire not merely to form a new and larger de- 
nomination, but to embark upon a pilgrimage whose only ultimate 
goal can be the unity of the whole Body” (page 17). 

Because the goal of the Consultation is so great, the dialogue 
must be painstaking, often slow, patient, eager to learn, and earnest 
in keeping every door open for going out to Christian Churches in 
the common search. Because the goal is so great, the Consultation 
must be vigilant to distinguish the essentials from the non-essentials, 
to guard every opportunity for mutual enrichment, and to turn aside 
from anything that would leave the Churches, together, with less 
than they have now separately. What has been most clearly tested, 
thus far, is the procedure—the very possibility itself—of so wide a 
dialogue. The consultants are confident that it is a viable and pro- 
ductive way, that the first steps that have been taken have been 
significant and in the right direction, and that, as the Consultation 
comes nearer to a time when we can begin to think together about 
a plan, there is assurance that in this pilgrimage there is hope of 
reaching the goal of a unity, richer than can be known by any of 
the separate Churches in isolation, and which can be true and deep 
enough to include every fellow Christian. 


The Process of Dialogue 


The Commission’s support of the Consultation, and the recom- 
mendations with regard to it, therefore, arise not from any exag- 
gerated claims as to what Principles of Church Union represents, 
but rather from deep gratitude for what the dialogue has so far 
accomplished and an equally deep confidence in the process of the 
dialogue itself. The Commission believes that the agreements so far 
reached should be commended as a significant advance toward 
Christian unity, that they should be given systematic and respon- 
sible study, and that this Church’s participation in the Consultation 
should continue, looking toward the development, when such devel- 
opment is possible, of a plan of union that could then be brought to 
the constituent Churches for their consideration. To ask more than 
this would be to go beyond the point the Consultation itself has 
reached. To ask less than this would be, the Commission believes, 
faithless to what God has already led the Consultation to find. 


Unity Is Indivisible 


Finally, the Commission reminds itself and the Church that the 
Consultation is this Church’s way of engaging in the same pilgrim- 
age toward unity in which every Church of the Anglican Com- 
munion is involved. Many of them are further ahead than is the 
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Episcopal Church; for example, in Nigeria, Ceylon, England, and 
India, developed plans for united Churches are already in existence. 
But the fact of this ecumenical engagement throughout the Angli- 
can Communion makes it important that the closest possible com- 
munication be maintained among the Churches of the Anglican 
Communion and the Wider Episcopal Fellowship. Discussion at a 
Lambeth Conference is, no doubt, an element in this. But the steady 
flow of information and the steady exchange of experience is an 
even more essential ingredient, if worldwide unity is to keep pace 
with national and regional ecumenical action. 

Equally, is it important that all phases of this Church’s ecumeni- 
cal engagement be kept within a single frame of reference. Nothing 
has so strengthened and invigorated this Church’s participation in 
the ecumenical movement, during the triennium, as the fact that, 
in the Joint Commission on Ecumenical Relations, are brought 
together all who are engaged on the major frontier of ecumenism— 
with the Orthodox Churches and the Roman Catholic Church, as 
well as with the Churches in the Consultation and the National 
Council. Fuller reference to this new phase of the Commission’s life 
is found elsewhere in this Report; but it must be said that this 
Church’s participation in the Consultation on Church Union has 
reflected the new inner unity most happily. 


4. Pentecostal and Conservative Evangelical Churches 


During the 1961-1964 triennium, an informal committee ap- 
pointed by Bishop Lichtenberger held a series of discussions with 
the Executive Presbyters of the Assemblies of God, the largest of 
the Pentecostal Churches in the United States. The discussion cen-: 
tered around the spirituality of the two Churches, the one empha- 
sizing the sacramental life and the continuity of the Church through 
the ages, the other emphasizing the immediacy of spiritual experi- 
ence and the rediscovery of the New Testament charismata (gifts 
of the Spirit), particularly “speaking with tongues”. 

A strong sense of deeper understanding was the result of the dis- 
cussions, with a genuine recognition by representatives of each 
Church that the Holy Spirit was at work in a form of Church life 
that was unfamiliar to the other. 

During the present triennium, there have been no further meet- 
ings, but Bishop Welles, Chairman of the Committee on Pentecostal 
and Conservative Evangelical Churches, has maintained warm and 
friendly contact. On one occasion, he visited Central Bible College 
in Springfield, Missouri, taught a class, and preached in the college 
chapel. Afterwards, the student paper of the college noted that the 


‘ 
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Ecumenical Movement had touched Pentecostals, too—a bold state- 
ment in a denomination that has regarded ecumenism as a sign of 
loss of faith. 

Plans are being made to continue and intensify such contacts, and 
to open them with other Churches of the conservative-evangelical 
type. Union is undoubtedly far in the future, but opportunities for 
increased understanding and cross-fertilization exist and should be 
used. 


5. World and National Councils of Churches 


One of the major tasks of the Commission during the past trien- 
nium has been the selection and nomination of Episcopal dele- 
gates for various ecumenical gatherings. The strong emphasis on 
broad representation from all domestic Provinces of the Episcopal 
Church in the General Assembly of the National Council of 
Churches, required by the 1964 General Convention, led to excel- 
lent results in the 1966 General Assembly of the National Council. 
A well-balanced group, including many able clergymen and lay 
people who had not previously served, played an active part in the 
life of the Assembly. The Episcopal Church was adequately repre- 
sented in all phases of the Council’s work during the past trien- 
nium with more than 200 Episcopalians serving faithfully on com- 
mittees and commissions. 

Other important meetings for which delegations were approved, 
as Episcopalians in good standing, or selected and nominated to 
the Presiding Bishop and Executive Council, were the World Con- 
ference on Church and Society, held in Geneva, Switzerland in the 
Summer of 1966; the World-Order Study Conference; the North 
American Conference on the Laity; the United States Conference 
on Church and Society; and, most recently, the Fourth Assembly 
of the World Council of Churches, to be held in Uppsala, Sweden, 
1968, to which eleven delegates have been named (see Annex E). 

The Episcopal Church continues to carry its fair share of the 
expenses of the World Council and some 60% of its share of the 
expenses of the National Council. It will be recommended in this 
Report that this Church’s contribution to the National Council be 
increased during the next triennium. 


Since many Episcopalians are involved in ecumenical meetings 
of one kind or another all over the world, an attempt has been 
made to list the important ones (see Annex E). However, it has 
been impossible to list all of the innumerable ecumenical gatherings 
where Episcopalians have been officially present. 
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6. Jewish-Christian Dialogue 


The General Convention of 1964 adopted a Resolution dealing 
with “Deicide and the Jews.” Two paragraphs of that Resolution 
read as follows: 

Resolved, . . . That the General Convention condemn unchristian 
accusations against the Jews; and that this Church seek positive dialogue 
with appropriate representative bodies of the Jewish Faith; and be it 
further 

Resolved, ... That the substance of this Resolution be referred to the 
Joint Commission on Ecumenical Relations for continuing study and 
suggested implementation. 


A Committee of the Commission was appointed, with the Rev. 
Dr. Butler as Chairman, together with Mrs. Sherman Johnson and 
Dr. Peter Day. Subsequently, the Bishop of Long Island was co- 
opted. The Committee established contact at once with the Syna- 
gogue Council of America, which is the co-ordinating arm of the 
Jewish religious community, comprising the three rabbinic and three 
congregational bodies, and representing the Reform, Orthodox, and 
Conservative branches of Judaism. 

After many meetings, it was decided to hold a conference under 
the mutual sponsorship of the Synagogue Council of America and 
the Episcopal Church’s Committee on Jewish-Christian Dialogue. 
Because of varying viewpoints within the Jewish Faith Community, 
it was necessary to choose a subject which would be non-theological 
in nature. 

On March 5 and 6, 1967, at the Community House of Temple 
Emanu-E], New York City, the first of three hoped-for conferences 
with the Jewish Community on the subject, “The Family: Tradition 
and Transition”, was held, The New York Conference was an 
almost unqualified success, and represented a real break-through. 
It is hoped to have similar conferences on the same subject in the 
near future—one, perhaps, in Chicago, and one in San Francisco. 


7. Theological Concerns 


A major theological concern dealt with during the past triennium 
was the referral from the House of Bishops of a Resolution on 
Admission to Communion, 

A Resolution on Admission to Communion, welcoming to the 
altars of the Episcopal Church all baptized members of other 
Churches entitled to receive the Sacrament in their own Churches, 
was adopted by the House of Bishops at the 1964 General Conven- 
tion. The House of Deputies, however, substituted for the Bishops’ 
Resolution one which referred the subject, with related matters, to 


‘ 
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the Joint Commission on Ecumenical Relations for study and report 
to the 1967 General Convention. The House of Bishops did not 
concur with the substitute, reconsidered their- action of non- 
concurrence, and again did not concur. Then the House of Bishops 
adopted a Resolution of that House alone to “refer the subject 
matter of the House’s original Message” to the Joint Commission on 
Ecumenical Relations. 

On recommendation of its Theological Committee, the Joint 
Commission adopted a Statement on Communion Discipline as its 
reply to the House of Bishops (Annex F). 


8. The Wider Episcopal Fellowship 


The Wider Episcopal Fellowship comprises fifteen Churches 
“possessing the historic episcopate, with which Churches and 
Provinces of the Anglican Communion are in full communion or 
in a relation of inter-communion’”’. They are listed in the Episcopal 
Church Annual 1967, page 231. 


Philippine Church 


While the degree of relationship naturally varies according to 
circumstances, its closest current expression is perhaps the full 
communion and close working partnership that exists between the 
Episcopal Church and the Philippine Independent Church. Semi- 
narians of both Churches are trained at St. Andrew’s, Manila, and 
a Joint Council plans and administers much of the educational work 
and much of the new work of both Churches. The Philippine Inde- 
pendent Church, under the able and farsighted leadership of its 
Supreme Bishop, Isabelo de los Reyes, is growing rapidly in its 
sense of stewardship and missionary outreach; its new cathedral 
center is being built in Manila to replace the one destroyed in the 
war, and the funds have been raised largely by its own members. 
In October, 1965, Bishop de los Reyes, accompanied by Bishop 
Scaife, representing the Joint Commission’s Committee on the 
Wider Episcopal Fellowship, visited the Old Catholic Congress at 
Vienna, at which the Old Catholic Bishops ratified an agreement of 
full Communion between the Philippine Independent Church and 
the Old Catholic Communion. The Presiding Bishop of the Epis- 
copal Church and others have made official visits to the Philippine 
Church during the triennium and Bishop de los Reyes has close ties 
with the Episcopal Church. It is fitting to record great gratitude to 
the Missionary Bishop of the Philippines, the Rt. Rev. Lyman C. 
Ogilby, as he concludes his years of wise leadership in the tradition 
of Bishops Brent, Mosher, and Binsted. 
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Spain and Portugal 


In Europe, the Spanish Reformed Church suffered grievous loss 
in the death of its Bishop and notable leader, the Rt. Rev. Santos 
M. Molina, a man of steadfast courage and wisdom. The Very Rev. 
Ramon Taibo has been elected as Bishop Molina’s successor and 
the consecration is planned for the Spring of 1967. It is hoped that 
the government’s continuing restrictions on religious liberty will be 
so modified that this Church can live and grow without crippling 
obstructions. 

The Lusitanian Church (of Portugal) not only continues its wit- 
ness to the Reformed Catholic Faith under its Bishop, the Rt. Rev. 
Luis C. R. Pereira, but is now, also, entering into a new and sig- 
nificant relationship by the election of one of its leading priests, the 
Rev. Daniel Cabral, as assistant bishop of the (Anglican) Diocese 
of Lebombo, of the Church of the Province of South Africa. This 
step taken by the South African Church establishes an overseas 
ecumenical link that illustrates the richness of the Wider Episcopal 
Fellowship, and opens new horizons of overseas mission to both 
Lusitanian and Anglican Churchmen. 


Old Catholics in Europe and U.S.A. 


The Old Catholic Churches of Holland, Germany, and Switzer- 
land, sent a distinguished delegation of Bishops, priests, and lay- 
men, to a conference at Oxford in July, 1966. Representatives of 
Anglican Churches from the British Isles, the United States, and 
Africa, shared fully in their several liturgies and also explained their 
many-sided ecumenical activities to one another. 


Of special significance was the service held at St. Gertrude’s Old 
Catholic Cathedral in Utrecht, November 7, 1966, when Arch- 
bishop Rinkel of Utrecht and Roman Catholic Cardinal Alfrink, 
together with other dignitaries and lay people of both Old Catholic 
and Roman Catholic Churches, joined in an ecumenical service of 
praise and thanksgiving. Regrettably, the service was widely and 
erroneously reported as having been a con-celebration of the Eucha- 
rist. A joint commission for official and continuing dialogue between 
the two Churches is now functioning with Vatican approval. 

The Polish National Catholic Church in the United States con- 
tinues to have a cordial relationship with the Episcopal Church, both 
on parochial and diocesan levels. A conference of leaders from both 
Churches is planned for 1967, at which shared worship at the 
Eucharist and common counsel may, it is hoped, open new ways in 
which both Churches can be of greater service to one another. 


. 
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Working Together 


Over and beyond the growing web of official relationships within 
the Fellowship, there is an increasing sharing of human and finan- 
cial resources. For instance, the Episcopal Church supports ap- 
pointed Missionaries in the Church of South India, the Lusitanian 
Church, and the Philippine Independent Church; it also aids the 
Spanish Reformed Church and other Old Catholic Churches in 
Europe. On the other hand, European Old Catholics support Angli- 
can work in South Africa, and the Philippine Independent Church 
has some of its priests working in Borneo. This steadily widening 
pattern of relationships illustrates the meaning of “The Wider Epis- 
copal Fellowship” as a vivid expression of the unity and inter- 
dependence of a sizable part of Christ’s Body. 


Schism in Kerala 


At the request of the Joint Commission, the Rev. Dr. Butler 
visited the Church of South India in late February, 1967, to take 
fraternal greetings and to inquire concerning the schism in the 
Diocese of Madhya Kerala. He talked with leaders of the Anglican 
Church of India, Pakistan, Burma, and Ceylon, as well as with key 
persons in the Church of South India. There is general agreement 
that a Commission of the latter Church, especially appointed to 
study the matter, has written a valuable and objective account of 
the unhappy schism. 

The defection involves only one priest (a certain Mr. Stephen 
who was consecrated Bishop in 1966 by the Rev. James P. Dees, 
formerly of the Diocese of North Carolina, and now self-styled 
“Presiding Bishop of the Anglican Orthodox Church”). Dees’ own 
consecration is irregular,* as is his consecration of Mr. Stephen. 

The schism is wholly in the lay order. It involves a group vari- 
ously estimated as numbering between two and ten thousand dis- 
affected members of the “Backward Classes” who have found life 
insupportable in the Church of South India because of the continued 
discrimination they must face from the more highly educated Syrian 
castes in the Diocese. The entire schism is “non-theological” in 
nature, and is taking place in an area that is wholly Anglican. Kerala 
was a monochrome Church Missionary Society Anglican Diocese 
before the formation of CSI, and has remained so since the union. 

It is regrettable in the extreme that such social, economic, and 
educational problems could not have been solved within the context 
of the united Church. The schism cannot be justified, but it was 





_* His consecrators have not been traced to any Bishops known to be in the 
historic episcopate. 
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the result of long-standing discrimination and unbrotherly actions, 
condoned in practice, though deplored in principle. 

For a present indication of the strengths and weaknesses of 
the Church of South India, perhaps required reading should be 
Unity is Not Enough by the Rev. Mark Gibbard, SSJE. 


9, The West Indies 


The work of the Joint Commission touched another Province of 
the Anglican Communion when, in April, 1966, Bishop Mills of 
the Missionary District of the Virgin Islands was invited to attend 
formal unity discussions between the Methodist Church and the 
Anglican Church in the Province of the West Indies. The Rev. Dr. 
Arthur A. Vogel was also invited to the discussions, held in 
Jamaica, as a theological consultant, and has been asked to continue 
in that capacity by Bishop Vaughan of Mandeville. The Rev. Dr. 
Vogel has received additional requests to speak about Church Unity 
throughout the Province of the West Indies. Anglicans and Meth- 
odists are preparing for their fourth consultation as this Report goes 
to press. In addition to this activity, Bishop Gibson was asked by 
Bishop Mills to represent the Joint Commission at a special con- 
ference between the Episcopal and Moravian Churches, held in the 
Virgin Islands during February, 1967. 


10. Ecumenical Relations of the Executive Council 


The Joint Commission maintains liaison with the Executive Coun- 
cil through the latter’s Committee on Ecumenical Relations. The 
chairman of the Commission, usually represented by the chairman 
of its Committee on Councils of Churches, the Secretary, and the 
Ecumenical Officer, serve on both bodies. 

The Executive Council carries the main load of program- 
relationships with other Churches through the National Council of 
Churches and through an ever-increasing network of Church-to- 
Church co-operative activities. On nomination of the Presiding 
Bishop and the Joint Commission, it elects this Church’s delega- 
tions to the World Council of Churches and the National Council 
of Churches, as well as to such major conferences as the World- 
Order Study Conference of 1965 and the North American Con- 
ference on the Laity of 1966. 

Improvement of communication with Dioceses and parishes has 
taken place over the triennium as the result of the appointment 
of Mr. Carroll Greene as Assistant Ecumenical Officer and the 
appointment of diocesan representatives, committees, and commis- 


. 
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sions. Two representatives from each Diocese are invited to a meet- 
ing once a year for information, training, and inspiration. The re- 
sumption of publication of the Ecumenical Bulletin is once again 
furnishing a channel for communication of ecumenical information 
to Dioceses and parishes. 

The Executive Council, through its Departments and General 
Divisions, has played an important part in making the Commission’s 
work in the Consultation on Church Union known to the clergy and 
laity of the Church. 


11. Inter-Anglican Relations 


Inter-Anglican relations are undergoing extensive development, 
particularly under the impact of the movement for Mutual Respon- 
sibility and Inter-dependence in the Body of Christ. The Lambeth 
Conference of Bishops, and the Anglican Congress (with represen- 
tation of Bishops, priests, and laymen), have become vital features 
of Anglican life. Most inter-Anglican consultation and mutual plan- 
ning is co-ordinated in a body—usually identified simply as “the 
Metropolitans”—which acts both as the Lambeth Consultative 
Body and the Advisory Council on Missionary Strategy. The Epis- 
copal Church is represented in this group by the Presiding Bishop 
and the Rt. Rev. Stephen F. Bayne, Jr. The Church of England and 
the Australian and Canadian Churches are also represented by two 
Bishops or Metropolitans. Other Anglican Provinces and Councils 
have one episcopal representative. The Archbishop of Canterbury 
is the chairman and presides at the biennial meetings, the last of 
which was held in Jerusalem in 1966. The agenda for the meetings 
is largely prepared by the Anglican Executive Officer, the Rt. Rev. 
Ralph S. Dean, Bishop of Cariboo. 

Within the Episcopal Church, there is scarcely any activity which 
is not involved in deepening inter-Anglican relationships. Under the 
stimulus of Mutual Responsibility, new channels have been opened 
in most parts of the world, ranging from projects and Companion- 
Diocese relationships to the Forward Movement’s important devo- 
tional manual, Our Response to God—Far and Near; from the 
co-ordinating activities of “consultants” in liturgical or ecumenical 
affairs to the establishment of an Anglican Council in Europe. 

No single Commission could possibly take cognizance of so wide 
a variety of relationships. Since the responsibility of the Presiding 
Bishop’s Advisory Committee on Anglican Relations was transferred 
to this Commission, attention has been mainly directed to the 
co-ordination of ecumenical activities, unity negotiations, and the 
like, with the parallel agencies in other Anglican Churches, leaving 
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to the Executive Council and other bodies directly concerned the 
multitude of other channels and activities. 


Some important Anglican ecumenical developments may be noted 
as follows: 


¢ An Inter-Anglican Committee was appointed by the Arch- 
bishop of Canterbury to hold unity discussions with an Eastern 
Orthodox Committee appointed by the Ecumenical Patriarch. Simi- 
lar committees have been appointed for discussions on an inter- 
national level between Anglicans and Roman Catholics. 


¢ Representation of Anglican observers at the Vatican Council 
was a project of the Anglican Communion as a whole. 


e A conference was held at Oxford, England, in the Summer of 
1966, between Anglicans and Old Catholics, to exchange informa- 
tion on ecumenical developments in their respective Churches. 


e¢ Annual meetings have been held of representatives of the An- 
glican Church of Canada and the Episcopal Church, to discuss and 
take counsel together on ecumenical matters. 


¢ In January, 1966, Bishop Gibson and Dr. Day attended as 
observers a meeting in Edinburgh, Scotland, of representatives of 
the Church of England, the Episcopal Church of Scotland, the 
Church of Scotland, and the Presbyterian Church of England. 


e There is a steady flow of information between and among 
Anglican Provinces, principally routed through the office of Bishop 
Dean, including copies of reports and documents concerning Angli- 
can unity discussions and other ecumenical matters. Unity consul- 
tations are in progress in most Anglican Provinces. 


~ 
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SUMMARY 


It is quite obvious from this triennial Report, along with the 
Resolutions and Annexes, that the work of the. Joint Commission 
has embraced comprehensively all areas of the responsibilities for- 
merly held by three separate Joint Commissions. Those who have 
been involved over the triennium in the work of this Joint Commis- 
sion believe that the merger brought about an effective integration 
and co-ordination of all the Episcopal Church’s concerns and re- 
sponsibilities in these several areas, a more efficient handling of the 
ever-enlarging work of ecumenical relations, and a more balanced 
response to the many imperatives of Church unity. 


Because of this experience, and because the Commission has 
continuing responsibilities which are difficult to carry out if it must 
be reconstituted at each General Convention, the Commission is 
requesting that it be made a Standing Commission on the pattern 
of the Standing Liturgical Commission and the Joint Commission 
on Education for Holy Orders. 


The Joint Committee submits, as a summary of its intent in all 
it does, the New Delhi statement approved by General Convention, 
1964, and commended to the Church for use in ecumenical study 
and dialogue. That Statement reads, 


We believe that the unity which is both God’s will and his 
gift to his Church is being made visible as all in each place who 
are baptized into Jesus Christ and confess him as Lord and 
Saviour are brought by the Holy Spirit into one fully committed 
fellowship, holding the one Apostolic Faith, preaching the one 
gospel, breaking the one bread, joining in common prayer, and 
having a corporate life reaching out to witness and service to all; 
and who at the same time are united with the whole Christian 
fellowship in all places and all ages in such wise that ministry 
and members are accepted by all and that all can act and speak 
together as occasion requires for the tasks to which God calls 
his people. 


It is for such unity that we believe we must pray and work. 
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RESOLUTIONS 


To implement this Report, the Joint Commission on Ecumenical 
Relations offers the following Resolutions: 


1. Continuing the Commission 


Resolved, the House of _______ concurring, That a new Canon, 
to be known as Canon 8, be adopted as follows: 


CANON 8 
Of Ecumenical Relations 


Sec. 1 (a). There shall be a Standing Joint Commission of the 
General Convention on Ecumenical Relations. It shall be charged 
with initiating, conducting, and reviewing, relationships with other 
Christian bodies and inter-Church organizations and making rec- 
ommendations to the General Convention thereon, with a view to 
the development of a comprehensive and co-ordinated policy and 
strategy on inter-Church co-operation and Church unity. 

(b). In harmony with the formularies and canons of this Church, 
the Commission shall conduct discussions with representatives of 
other Churches, separately or in ecumenical gatherings, on questions 
of Faith and Order, theology, Church law, tradition, and worship, 
and other matters of common concern. 

(c). The Commission shall, from time to time, nominate to the 
Executive Council representatives of this Church to serve on the 
Assembly of the World Council of Churches, on the General As- 
sembly and General Board of the National Council of Churches, 
and in such other national or international ecumenical gatherings as 
shall require a broadly representative delegation from this Church. 

(d). The Commission shall maintain contact with other Prov- 
inces and regional Churches of the Anglican Communion on matters 
of ecumenical relations and on such other matters of inter-Anglican 
concern as may be referred to it, from time to time, by the Presiding 
Bishop, the House of Bishops, or the General Convention. 

(e). In addition to its work of ecumenical relations (namely, 
relations among Christians) the Commission may, in its discretion, 
undertake dialogue with representatives of other religions, for the 
enhancement of inter-religious understanding and co-operation, and 
make recommendations to the General Convention thereon. 

Sec. 2 (a). The Commission shall consist of 34 members, as 
follows: ten Bishops appointed by the Presiding Bishop, and ten 
Presbyters and ten Lay Persons appointed by the President of the 


. 


9.32 Appendix ECUMENICAL RELATIONS 


House of Deputies, plus four members ex officio, namely, the Pre- 
siding Bishop, the President of the House of Deputies, the Director 
of the Overseas Department of the Executive Council, and the 
Ecumenical Officer of the Executive Council. 

Five Bishops, five Presbyters, and five Lay Persons shall be 
appointed for six-year terms and the remainder for three-year terms 
during the first triennium; thereafter, all appointments shall be for 
six years, beginning on the first day of January of the appropriate 

ear. 

(b). The Commission shall elect its own Chairman, Secretary, 
and such other officers as it shall require, and shall have power to 
constitute committees for the carrying on of its work. Such commit- 
tees may include non-members of the Commission, who shall not 
thereby be entitled to seats on the Commission itself. The Ecumeni- 
cal Officer of the Executive Council shall serve as staff officer of 
the Commission. 

(c). Vacancies in the appointed membership shall be filled by 
the presiding officer of the appropriate House. 

Sec. 3. The expenses of the Commission shall be met by appro- 
priations from the Budget of the General Convention. 


2. Expenses of the Commission 


Resolved, the House of _______. concurring, That the sum of 
$55,000.00, for the triennium 1968-1970, be appropriated for the 
expenses of the Joint Commission on Ecumenical Relations, and 
the work of its council and several committees. 


3. Consultation on Church Union 


Whereas, The Consultation on Church Union, at Dallas in 
1966, unanimously approved “the document Principles of Church 
Union for transmission to the constituencies of the participating 
Churches for study and comment, the transmission to be made 
through the appropriate channels as determined by each partici- 
pating Church, with the understanding that this document, together 
with the suggestions received from the participating Churches, and 
which are in due course approved by the Consultation, shall be the 
basis upon which to formulate a plan of union”; now, therefore, be it 

Resolved, the House of _______ concurring, That Principles of 
Church Union be commended as a significant advance toward 
Christian unity in matters of doctrine, worship, sacraments, and 
ministry, which have long divided loyal followers of Jesus Christ; 
and be it further 
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Resolved, the House of _____- concurring, That Principles of 
Church Union be made a subject for study and recommendations 
by an official committee in each Diocese; which committee shall 
report its findings to the Diocesan Convention, as well as to the Joint 
Commission on Ecumenical Relations for its consideration and use; 
and be it further 

Resolved, the House of _______ concurring, That the Joint Com- 
mission on Ecumenical Relations be authorized to participate, in 
due course, in the development, by the Consultation on Church 
Union, of a plan of union, for consideration by governing bodies of 
the Churches concerned; and be it finally 

Resolved, the House of ______ concurring, That the Joint Com- 
mission on Ecumenical Relations prepare a report on the Consulta- 
tion for the Lambeth Conference of 1968, and that a full report be 
made at the next General Convention, together with any recom- 
mendations. 


4. Ecumenical Study and Prayer 


Resolved, the House of _______ concurring, That Church people 
in parishes and Dioceses be encouraged to study the reports 
and documents of the Consultation on Church Union, together with 
such significant ecumenical developments as Vatican II, Anglican- 
Orthodox Relations, and other movements toward understanding, 
co-operation, and unity among Christian people; that such studies 
be undertaken in concert with members of other Churches as much 
as possible; and that the Executive Council be authorized to provide 
designs and materials for such programs of study; and be it further 

Resolved, the House of ________. concurring, That members of 
this Church be asked to keep the cause of Christian unity con- 
stantly in their hearts and minds and to make it the subject of daily 
intercessions, both public and private. 


5. Roman Catholic Relations 


Whereas, The conversations of the Joint Commission on Ecu- 
menical Relations with the official representatives of the Roman 
Catholic Church have moved significantly toward theological under- 
standing and common Christian witness; now, therefore, be it 

Resolved, the House of _______ concurring, That this dialogue 
be strongly endorsed and that the Joint Commission be instructed 
to continue explorations toward theological agreement and effective 
working relationships with the Roman Catholic Church; and be it 


further 


. 
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Resolved, the House of ______ concurring, That the Joint Com- 
mission relate the conversations in the United States to the world- 
wide dialogue between the Roman Catholic Church and the Angli- 
can Communion and include in its Report and recommendations to 
the next General Convention the developments from this wider 
consultation. 


6. The Goal of Christian Unity 


Whereas, This Church has, in the statement of the House of 
Bishops in Chicago, 1886, and in subsequent affirmations thereof, 
expressed its commitment to Church unity in the following terms: 

(1) Our earnest desire that the Saviour’s prayer “that we all 
may be one”, may, in its deepest and truest sense, be speedily 
fulfilled; 

(2) That we believe that all who have been duly baptized with 
water in the Name of the Father, and of the Son, and of the Holy 
Ghost, are members of the Holy Catholic Church; 

(3) That in all things of human ordering or human choice, 
relating to modes of worship and discipline, or to traditional cus- 
toms, this Church is ready in the spirit of love and humility to 
forego all preferences of her own; 

(4) That this Church does not seek to absorb other Com- 
munions, but rather, co-operating with them on the basis of a 
common Faith and Order, to discountenance schism, to heal the 
wounds of the Body of Christ, and to promote the charity which 
is the chief of Christian graces and the visible manifestation of 
Christ to the world; 


and 

Whereas, The Consultation on Church Union, in Principles of 
Church Union, adopted in 1966, has declared: “The people of God 
exist as one people, and only one, of every nationality and race and 
tongue. They have been made so in Christ; and he wills that they 
make this unity evident.”; and, in its Open Letter to the Churches, 
has said, “We recognize also that the united body proposed will 
still be far from the wholeness of the body of Christ .. . We have 
imagined this structure as best we could, to keep it open to all others 
who with ourselves seek a wider unity of catholic and evangelical 
traditions, alike reformed by every true obedience to God’; now, 
therefore, be it 

Resolved, the House of ________ concurring, That this General 
Convention affirm that the object of this Church’s ecumenical 
policy is to press toward the visible unity of the whole Christian 
fellowship in the faith and truth of Jesus Christ, developing and 
sharing in its various dialogues and consultations in such a way that 
the goal be neither obscured nor compromised and that each sepa- 
rate activity be a step toward the fullness of unity for which our 
Saviour prayed. 
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Respectfully submitted, 


Robert F. Gibson 
John M. Allin 

G. Francis Burrill 
Richard S. M. Emrich 
Donald H. V. Hallock 
John Seville Higgins 
Cedric E. Mills 

J. Brooke Mosley 
Lauriston L. Scaife 
Edward R. Welles 


Gray M. Blandy 

John V. Butler 

John B. Coburn 
Edward R. Hardy 
James W. Kennedy 
Robert B. MacDonald 
Albert T. Mollegen 
Enrico C. S. Molnar 
Arthur A. Vogel 
William J. Wolf 


Paul B. Anderson 
John Nicholas Brown 
N. Hamner Cobbs 
Eleanor Q. Hirst 
Jean H. R. Johnson 
Harry W. Oborne 

J. L. Pierson 

George A. Shipman 
Shirley H. Tappan 


John E. Hines 
Clifford P. Morehouse 


Stephen F. Bayne, Jr. 
Peter Day 
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ANNEXES 


ANNEX A 
Interim Guide-Lines for Anglican-Orthodox ‘Relationships* 


Relations between Anglicanism and Orthodoxy have been in- 
creasingly cordial for over a century, and have, in recent years, been 
characterized by serious efforts to arrive at full dogmatic unity, 
which is the necessary basis for sacramental, liturgical, and ecclesi- 
astical unity. The highest significance, accordingly, is attached to 
the forthcoming theological conversations between officially ap- 
pointed representatives of the entire Orthodox Church and the 
entire Anglican Communion which is now being arranged by the 
Ecumenical Patriarch of Constantinople and the Archbishop of 
Canterbury. 

In this atmosphere of increasing warmth, frequent collaboration, 
and high hopes for even closer relationships, the participants in the 
Orthodox-Anglican conversations, which have been going on for 
four years between the Standing Conference of Canonical Orthodox 
Bishops and the Protestant Episcopal Church in the U.S.A., believe 
that it is appropriate both to encourage the development of friendly 
relations between the clergy of the two Churches and among the 
parishioners, and to utter a word of caution against practices which 
would hinder any effort towards unity. 

The deeper warmth of relationships between Orthodox and Angli- 
cans does not mean that Orthodox and Anglicans in the U.S.A. have 
achieved unity. The Orthodox faithful in the U.S. are not permitted 
to receive the Holy Communion or other Sacraments in Anglican 
Churches, nor are Anglicans permitted to receive the Sacraments in 
Orthodox Churches. However, at this time, when formal conversa- 
tions between Orthodox and Anglicans are taking place, there are 
some steps that can be taken to maintain and strengthen mutual 
relationships. 

¢ We should pray for each other. From time to time, but particu- 
larly upon important occasions in the life of one Church, members 
of the other should “rejoice with them that rejoice and weep with 
them that weep”, by remembering each other in their prayers. On 
such occasions, with the permission of the respective Bishops, it is 
appropriate for each Church to invite representatives of the other 
Church and to give an honored place to them. It is not, however, 
appropriate for Bishops, priests, or deacons of one Church to per- 
form in the other Church liturgical functions which can be per- 


* Drafted at the Orthodox-Anglican Consultation, Holy Cross Greek 
Orthodox Theological School, September 28, 1965. 
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formed only by the ordained clergy. Discretion must be employed 
in the wearing of vestments. Anglicans, when invited to do so by 
the Orthodox, may wear the vestments that are appropriate in choir 
or in procession, but not eucharistic vestments. The Orthodox, when 
similarly invited, may wear cassocks, bishop’s pectoral emblem, or 
cross, according to their clergy rank. 

There has been a practice whereby individual members of either 
Church who are far removed from the services of their own Church 
have been present at the worship of the other Church, although 
they have not received sacramental ministrations. Improved trans- 
portation facilities tend to reduce this practice. 

¢ We should hold ecumenical conversation with each other in 
appropriately arranged meetings at all levels, in order to increase 
knowledge, understanding, and friendship. Care should be taken 
to see that the Faith, as each Church understands it, is presented 
and expounded accurately, and that the spirituality characteristic 
of each tradition is understood sympathetically. Where, however, 
members of both Churches may be at a liturgical rite of either, it is 
not desirable that any modification of the rite be made. 

e We should bear each other’s burdens. The fullest practical co- 
operation should be undertaken by Anglicans and Orthodox, both 
to tackle community problems and to administer to each other’s 
needs. This readiness to co-operate must be governed by wisdom. 

¢ Members of one Church should not seek to win converts from 
the other. Where an individual, on his own initiative, decides to 
seek the ministrations of the other Church, the priest must natu- 
rally do what he thinks best for that particular soul. But calculated 
efforts should not be made to detach Church people from their 
present allegiance. Care should be taken to avoid those situations 
in which clergymen under ecclesiastical discipline in one Church 
seek acceptance in the other. 

Both the Orthodox and Anglicans baptize with water in the Name 
of the Father, the Son, and the Holy Ghost. The Episcopal Church 
accepts into its fellowship those who have received Baptism in the 
Orthodox Church, and the Orthodox Church accepts, by economy, 
those who have been baptized in the Episcopal Church. 

Confirmation, or Chrismation, is given to the Orthodox at the 
time of Baptism, by the priest, using Holy Chrism, blessed by the 
Holy Synod of the Church of the individual jurisdiction. Anglican 
practice is to reserve Confirmation to the Bishop himself, with the 
laying-on-of-hands, after a profession of faith by the confirmand. 
An Orthodox person who has received Chrismation in infancy is 
not confirmed again, even conditionally, on coming to the Anglican 
Church, but is received upon profession of faith. Orthodox prac- 
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tice, however, is to give Chrismation to any individual coming into 
Orthodoxy from a Church in which Baptism is given with water 
and in the Name of the Father, of the Son, and of the Holy Ghost. 

Orthodox persons who wish to check on matters concerning 
relationships between the Communions should get in touch with 
Archbishop Iakovos, as Chairman of the Standing Conference of 
Canonical Orthodox Bishops in the Americas. Episcopalians should 
get in touch with the office of the Presiding Bishop of the Episcopal 
Church. 


ANNEX B 
Resolution of the Belgrade Conference* 


The Inter-Orthodox Theological Commission on Dialogue with 
Anglicans, taking into consideration the text of the Resolution 
dated 14th September, 1966, prepared by the sub-committee that 
had been appointed to arrange, on the basis of the discussions, the 
context of the subjects of the Dialogue with the Anglicans, decided 
the following: 

1) The Commission observes that the question of dialogue with 
the Anglicans has been brought to the attention of the Church not 
once but many times, at various periods. Since, however, the 
Anglican Church addressed herself separately to the various local 
Churches (such as the Churches of Constantinople, of Russia, of 
Rumania), with which Churches theological conversations took 
place on various subjects (such as the question of the validity of 
Anglican Orders), the Commission finds that the decisions that 
have been reached bind only those Churches whose Synods have 
approved the discussed subjects. 


2) During the last hundred years, and at the Lambeth Con- 
ferences, the Anglican Church has always expressed the desire of 
approaching the Orthodox Church. There are statements of His 
Grace the Most Rev. Archbishop of Canterbury, Dr. Michael 
Ramsey, made in Constantinople and at the Theological School of 
Halki in 1962, regarding the acceptance of the Holy Scriptures, 
the degrees of priesthood, the Apostolic Succession, and the writ- 
ings of the Holy Fathers, in which statements the desire is also 
expressed for the union of the Anglican and Orthodox Churches. 

3) During the Conferences at Rhodes of the Orthodox Churches, 
the desire was also expressed for an approach with the Anglican 
Church. At the Third Pan-Orthodox Conference at Rhodes in 1964, 


* Adopted by the Inter-Orthodox Theological Commission, meeting at 
Belgrade, Yugoslavia, September, 1966, 
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it was decided to establish an inter-Orthodox Theological Com- 
mission and a proposal was made to the Orthodox Churches to 
appoint their own representatives to the Commission. This Com- 
mission was to be convened and prepare its work before the open- 
ing of the dialogue with the Anglicans. The decision of the Rhodes 
Conference, at the request of the Ecumenical Patriarchate, was 
ratified by all the Orthodox Churches. After a mutual agreement 
between the Patriarchs of Constantinople and Serbia, the first 
meeting of the Inter-Orthodox Commission on the Dialogue with 
the Anglicans took place in the God-protected city of Belgrade 
from Ist to 15th September, 1966. At this meeting, some of the 
delegates read communications. After a broad discussion, in which 
all the delegates participated, it has been understood by all that 
the question of dialogue with the Anglicans is of great significance, 
and for this reason has been often discussed, though not com- 
pletely, whenever the Anglican Church has expressed the desire 
to know the life and the doctrine of the Orthodox Church better 
and to approach Orthodoxy. 


4) The Commission considers it as our Christian duty to re- 
spond gladly to this deep desire of the Anglicans and to their efforts 
to understand our faith and Ecclesiastical Order, which have been 
in existence from the beginning in the undivided Apostolic and 
Catholic Church, and which are kept unchanged in the Orthodox 
Church. 


5) During the last forty to fifty years, various meetings have 
taken place place between the Orthodox and the Anglicans, such 
as at Lambeth in 1930 and 1931, in Bucharest in 1935, in Sofia 
and Athens in 1940, and in Moscow in 1956. During these meet- 
ings, agreements were made with the Anglicans on some points. 


6) The Commission proposes that the documents of all these 
meetings be communicated through the Ecumenical Patriarchate 
of Constantinople to all Orthodox Churches, so that those Churches 
which have not yet decided on the various points may be ac- 
quainted with them and may proceed to decisions relative to them. 
In addition, the following catalogue of subjects, which our Inter- 
Orthodox Commission thinks should be submitted to the Churches 
for their acceptance, examination, and decision, ought to be sent. 
The Commission requests that the Orthodox Churches examine the 
subjects of the second, third, and fourth categories and prepare 
recommendations within a year from the date of the delivery of the 
catalogue. These recommendations will be examined and finalized 
by the observations of the local Churches. 


. 
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7) Categories of subjects: 


First Category (Subjects on which agreement has been reached 
between the Anglican and some of the Orthodox Churches) : 


(a) Holy Scripture and Holy Tradition (Terms of Inter-communion, 
1921; Lambeth, 1931; Bucharest, 1955). 

(b) Justification of Man (Bucharest, 1935). 

(c) On the Mysteries in general (Terms of Inter-communion, 1921; 
Patriarchate of Constantinople, 1922; Lambeth, 1931; Bucharest, 
1935). 

(d) The Holy Eucharist (Terms of Inter-communion, 1921; Anglican- 
Orthodox Conversations at Lambeth, 1930; Bucharest, 1935). 

(e) On the Mystery of the Priesthood, Apostolic Succession, and the 
Validity of Anglican Orders (Patriarchate of Constantinople, 1922; 
Patriarchate of Jerusalem, 1923; Church of Cyprus, 1923; Patri- 
archate of Alexandria, 1930; Patriarchate of Rumania, 1936). 


Second Category (Subjects that have been examined, but on 
which no full agreement has as yet been reached): 


(a) The Procession of the Holy Spirit in the doctrine and the Symbols 
of the Anglican Church—“Filioque” (Terms of Inter-communion, 
1921; Lambeth, 1931). 

(b) The Veneration of the Mother of God and of the Saints (Terms of 
Inter-communion, 1921; Moscow, 1956). 

(c) The Veneration of the Holy Icons and the Holy Relics (Terms of 
Inter-communion, 1921; Exposition of Faith of the Anglican priests, 
1922; Moscow, 1956). 

(d) The Autocephality of the Churches and the unity of Faith in the 
Church (Exposition of Faith, 1922). 

(e) The variety of customs in the Church (Lambeth, 1931; Moscow, 
1956). 

(f) Memorial services for the Dead (Moscow, 1956). 

(g) re eee of the Sacraments in cases of necessity (Lambeth, 
1931). 


Third Category (Subjects that have not been fully examined): 


(a) Ecclesiology (The Mystery of the Church and her essential marks, 
the Ecumenical Councils, Branch Theory, Establishment, the 
Supreme Authority in the Anglican Church). 

(b) Unity of Faith and the limits of liberty in the definition of Faith 
seen Theologoumenon, theological opinions, comprehensive- 
ness). 


Fourth Category (Subjects which must be examined immediately 
at the opening of the dialogue with the Anglicans) : 


(a) The possibility of union with the Anglicans after their Inter-com- 
munion with the Old Catholics, the Lutherans in Sweden, and 
perhaps with the Methodists. 

(b) How the Anglican Church understands its union in Faith with the 
Orthodox Church. 

(c) How the decision that will be reached on the subject of the dia- 
logue will bind the whole Anglican Communion. 

(d) The validity of the Thirty-Nine Articles in the Anglican Com- 
munion. 
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The above subjects will be discussed in the dialogue with the 
Anglicans immediately after, and within the duration of a year, the 
Churches have agreed upon their exchanged communications. 


At the initiative of the Ecumenical Patriarchate, there should be 
reached as soon as possible an understanding between the Orthodox 
Churches as to the allocation of the above subjects for study and 
the preparation of essays. For this reason, the Commission feels 
that the Pan-Orthodox and Pan-Anglican Dialogue should approach 
first those subjects on which the Autocephalous Orthodox Churches 
have agreed upon the valuation of the Anglican position. 


In reference to the subjects of the first category, those Churches 
whose Synods have not yet made decisions are free to decide in the 
way that they find proper. 


Due to the fact that, on the subjects of the first category, some of 
the Synods of the Churches have already decided and others are to 
decide in the future, the subjects of the first category cannot be 
included in the dialogue with the Anglicans for the time being. 


The Commission feels it necessary to state that only Pan- 
Orthodox, and not bilateral, conversations on the subjects of the 
second, third, and fourth categories will take place with the 
Anglicans. 


This Committee believes that it is necessary, before meeting with 
the counterpart Pan-Anglican Commission, that the Inter-Orthodox 
Theological Commission meet at a place and time to be determined, 
in order to examine and approve the essays which will be submitted 
and to define the Orthodox positions. 


The results of the work of this Commission, after their ratification 
by the Synods of the local Churches, will be the subject-matter of 
the first discussions with the Anglicans. 


Therefore, the opening of the dialogue will be according to the 
decision of the Third Pan-Orthodox Conference at Rhodes, “after a 
common agreement between the Orthodox and Anglican Churches” 


Members of the Orthodox Theological Commission: 


The Ecumenical Patriarchate of Constantinople 
The Patriarchate of Alexandria 
The Patriarchate of Jerusalem § The Church of Cyprus 
The Patriarchate of Moscow The Church of Greece 
The Patriarchate of Serbia The Church of Poland 
The Patriarchate of Rumania The Church of Czechoslovakia 
The Patriarchate of Bulgaria The Church of Finland 
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ANNEX C 


Interim Guide-Lines for Relations with the Roman 
Catholic Church* 


1) The Bishop of each.Diocese of the Church is urged to appoint 
an ecumenical chairman or committee (this has been done, of 
course, in many Dioceses) responsible for promoting and co- 
ordinating ecumenical projects and services under his direction. 


2) We encourage common prayer with Roman Catholics 
wherever possible. It is when we are most obviously in the Father’s 
presence that we are most obviously one with each other. 


In such prayer and worship we should not let unbridled enthu- 
siasm place others in embarrassing situations, nor should we com- 
promise ourselves. 


We must witness at the same time to the Fatherhood of God, his 
encompassing love for all his children, and our respect for all our 
brothers where they now conscientiously stand. Such respect is a 
primary way in which we honor the Father’s image in his children; 
the love of God compels such respect. 


3) We should seek communication and dialogue at all levels. 
Our parish priests should make friends with their Roman Catholic 
counterparts, as should members of our congregations. 


In such dialogue we should be prepared to explain our theology, 
traditions, history, worship, and religious psychology, to Roman 
Catholics and try to learn the same things about them. There must 
be communication before anything more can happen. However, the 
Bishop should be kept informed and give his consent to all official 
representations and arrangements. 


4) “Dual officiating” at the Sacrament of Holy Matrimony is 
discouraged at the present time and under the present circumstances. 
Episcopal clergymen should not play an official role in ceremonies 
restricting the God-given freedom of their communicants in the 
religious rearing of their children. 


5) Recognizing the affront to God involved in appearing to 
repeat what he has already done in the duly administered Sacra- 
ments of Holy Baptism and Confirmation, it is as wrong for our 
Bishops conditionally to confirm Roman Catholics received into the 
Episcopal Church as it is for Roman Catholic priests conditionally 


_ * Approved by the Joint Commission on Ecumenical Relations at its meet- 
ing of June 14-16, 1966, for interim guidance and for distribution by the 
Ecumenical Officer. 
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to baptize Episcopalians received into the Roman Catholic Church. 
A doctrine of “economy” will reconcile, if necessary, any present 
differences between the two Churches in the administration of the 
Sacrament of Confirmation. 


To avoid accidental re-confirmation, parochial clergymen should 
be urged sufficiently to distinguish, at the time of Confirmation, 
between those to be confirmed and those to be received, where it is 
the custom for Roman Catholics to be received by one of our 
Bishops at a service of Confirmation. 


6) We should not dash headlong into defenses of the validity of 
Anglican Orders. Restraint on our part will not compromise our 
historical position and may aid the work of the Holy Spirit. We 
must answer questions put to us, but in such a way as not to permit 
encrusted attitudes to obstruct newly flowing theological currents. 


The problem of Orders must be considered in the full context of 
the Church and Christian living. We should work positively towards 
that end. The solution of this problem can be quite simple in the 
end—and will perhaps be possible only in the light of attitudes and 
issues more basic than many of the topic’s past formulations. 


7) We should give and seek active co-operation in all civic, 
social, and communal projects possible. 


8) It is advisable to familiarize oneself with the Decree on 
Ecumenism of the Second Vatican Council (as well as with the 
other decrees and constitutions of the Council) so that, if neces- 
sary, we can inform Roman Catholics of the official teaching of their 
Church. This can be a great service to Roman Catholics in this 
period of transition. 


9) Although, in some instances (for example, in the choice of 
the preacher for an official service of our Church), we are more 
permissive than the Roman Catholic Church, we should be guided 
in our invitations to them by the limitations to which they must 
adhere. 


The following regulations for Roman Catholics—subject to the 
local Bishop, the Council of Bishops, and the Vatican—have been 
issued by the Roman Catholic Bishops’ Commission for Ecumenical 
Affairs as interim guide-lines for prayer in common and communi- 
catio in sacris in the U.S.A. (What follows is a digest of salient 


points. ) 


1) Roman Catholics are encouraged to pray with their separated 
brethren in special services for unity and at ecumenical gatherings. 
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Subject to the local Bishop, they may also participate in other serv- 
ices, for such purposes as peace, public need, mourning, and thanks- 
giving, where such services “are not part of the.official liturgies of 
any communion”. ‘ 


The place of such services should “provide a worthy setting” and 
be agreeable to all participants~and the local Bishop. Local priests 
may take an active part in conducting such services, as may laymen 
on occasion. 


Roman Catholics should not accept invitations of a type where 
the norms of their Church prevent their issuing “a similar invita- 
tion”. 

The format, theme, Scripture readings, hymns, prayers, and 
homilies should be agreed upon ahead of time. 


2) Worship in common: ““communicatio in sacris”. 


a) Baptism and Confirmation: Non-Roman-Catholics may not 
act as sponsors. 


b) Holy Eucharist: Inter-communion with Christians of other 
denominations should not be permitted, except in certain instances 
with Eastern Orthodox. Non-Roman-Catholic clergymen cannot 
preach at the Eucharist, but all Christians can take part in the 
dialogue, prayers, and hymns of the Mass. 


c) Holy Orders: Christians of other Communions may not take 
leading roles, but may be present as guests. 


d) Matrimony: Non-Romans may be witnesses and attendants. 
“It is not recommended that clergymen of other Communions be 
invited to take an active role in the ceremony.” 


e) Funerals: Roman Catholic priests may conduct services and 
lead prayers for non-Roman-Catholics. Non-Romans may be buried 
in Roman Catholic cemeteries, and clergymen of other Churches 
may then conduct services at the grave. 


f) Sacramentals (prayers, blessings, anointings, sprinklings, and 
the divine offices): May be “given to those not of our Communion 
who desire to receive them”. (At the Washington Consultation, it 
was made clear that reciprocity is limited in these matters along the 
lines of point one above.) 


3) Participation of Roman Catholics in the official worship of 
other Churches: Where such services have “civic or social signifi- 
cance, especially weddings and funerals”, Roman Catholics may 
attend and participate (under the supervision of the local Bishop). 
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a) Baptism and Confirmation: Roman Catholics may attend, but 
not be sponsors. 


b) Holy Eucharist: Attendance is permitted, but not participa- 
tion. Roman Catholic clergymen may not preach or read the Scrip- 
tures at such services. 


c) Holy Orders: Roman Catholics may be present, but not take 
an active role. 


d) Matrimony: Roman Catholics may serve as witnesses “under 
the guidance of the local Bishop”. 


ANNEX D 


The Forward Movement Miniature Book entitled, Principles of 
Church Union: Adopted by the Consultation at its Meeting 1966, 
published by Forward Movement Publications, is being distributed 
with this Report and is, by reference, made an integral part of the 
Report. All citations from Principles in the body of the Report refer 
to page numbers of this edition. 
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Episcopal Delegates to Ecumenical Gatherings 
1. General Assembly NCC—1966 


Rt. Rev. John M. Burgess 
(Massachusetts ) 

*Rey. Gardiner M. Day 
(Massachusetts ) 

Mrs. Richard T. Loring 
(Massachusetts ) 


*Rt. Rev. Ned Cole, Jr. 
(Central New York) 

Rey. Darwin Kirby, Jr. 
(Albany) 
Drew Days (New York) 

*Mrs. Robert H. Howe 
(Western New York) 


*Rt. Rev. William Crittenden 
(Erie) 
*Rev. Jesse F, Anderson, Sr. 
(Pennsylvania) 
+E. A. Prichard (Virginia) 
Mrs. Haywood Blake 
(Washington) 


Henry Chalfant (Pittsburgh) 


+*Rt. Rev. W. L. Hargrave 
(South Florida) 
(P.R.) William H. Harris 
(Louisiana) 
Rev. William W. Lumpkin 
(Upper South Carolina) 
N. Hamner Cobbs (Alabama) 
Mrs. M. R. Nellums 
(Tennessee ) 


V. 


VI. 


VIL. 


VII. 


IX. 


Rt. Rev. Roger Blanchard 
(Southern Ohio) 
(P.R.) Rev. William O. Hanner 
(Chicago) 
Charles P. Taft 
(Southern Ohio) 
*Mrs. George Price (Chicago) 


Rt. Rev. Chandler Sterling 
(Montana) 
(P.R.) Very Rev. Harry W. 
Vere (North Dakota) 
+Mrs. Lloyd A. Hatch 
(Minnesota) 
Mrs. Robert Horne 
(Minnesota) 


Rt. Rev. Edward R. Welles 
(West Missouri) 
(P.R.) Mrs. E. Cotter Murray 
(Oklahoma) 
Very Rev. Gray M. Blandy 
(Texas) 
+Rev. Charles E. Wilcox 
(Oklahoma) 
William Ikard II 
(New Mexico) 


(P.R.) Rt. Rev. Sumner 

F.D. Walters (San Joaquin) 

Rey. Arthur A. Vall-Spinosa 
(Olympia) 

+Very Rev. Richard Coombs 
(Spokane) 

George Livermore (California) 

Mrs. Robert Miller 

(Northern California) 


Rt. Rev. David B. Reed 
(Colombia) 
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Selected by Reason of their Office: 

1. *Presiding Bishop—Rt. Rev. John E. Hines 

2. *Vice-President of the Executive Council—Warren H. Turner, Jr. 
3. *Ecumenical Officer—Dr. Peter Day 
4 


Director of the Overseas Department— 
Rt. Rev. Stephen F. Bayne, Jr. 


Director of the Home Department—Rt. Rev. Daniel Corrigan 


Nn 


6. Director of the Department of Christian Education— 
Mrs. David R. Hunter 


7. Director of the Department of Christian Social Relations— 
Rev. Almon R. Pepper 


8. Director of the General Division of Women’s Work— 
Frances M. Young 


* General Board Member 
+ Nominated by State Council of Churches 
(P.R.) Provincial Representative 


Bishop Bayne, Bishop Cole, and Mr. Ikard did not attend. The Rt. 
Rev. James L. Duncan Suffragan Bishop of South Florida, Rev. 
Howard Harper of the Executive Council, and the Rev. Frank 
Butler of South Florida, were seated as substitute delegates. Mrs. 
Muriel Webb of the Executive Council replaced the Rev. Almon R. 
Pepper on the fourth day. 
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2. General Assembly NCC—1969 


I. *Rt. Rev. John M. Burgess 

(Massachusetts) 

(P.R.) William H. Bulkeley 

(Connecticut) 

Rev. Murray Kenney 
(Massachusetts ) 

Mrs. Richard T. Loring 
(Massachusetts) 


II. Rt. Rev. Ned Cole, Jr. 
(Central New York) 
Rey. Darwin Kirby, Jr. 
(Albany) 
Drew Days (New York) 
*Mrs. Robert H. Howe 
(Western New York) 


Ill. *Rt. Rev. William Crittenden 


(Erie) 
+E. A. Prichard (Virginia) 
Henry Chalfant (Pittsburgh) 


*Reyv. Jesse F. Anderson, Sr. 
(Pennsylvania) 
Mrs. Hayward Blake 
(Washington) 


IV. *Rt. Rev. W. L. Hargrave 
(South Florida) 
(P.R.) William H. Harris 
(Louisiana) 
N. Hamner Cobbs (Alabama) 
Mrs. M. R. Nellums 
(Tennessee ) 


Selected by Reason of their Office: 


Ve 


VI. 


VII. 


VI. 


IX. 


Rt. Rev. Roger W. Blanchard 
‘ (Southern Ohio) 
(P.R.) Rev. William O. Hanner 
(Chicago) 
+Mr. Charles Battle 
(Indianapolis) 
*Mrs. George Price (Chicago) 


Rt. Rev. Chandler W. Sterling 
Montana) 
(P.R.) Very Rev. Harry W. 
Vere (North Dakota) 
+Mrs. Lloyd A. Hatch 
(Minnesota) 
Mrs. Robert Horne 
(Minnesota) © 


Rt. Rev. Edward R. Welles 
(West Missouri) 

+Rt. Rev. Robert R. Brown 
(Arkansas) 
Rey. Gray M. Blandy (Texas) 

*William Ikard II 

(New Mexico) 
(P.R.) Mrs. E. Cotter Murray 
(Oklahoma) 


Rt. Rev. Sumner F. D. Walters 
(San Joaquin) 
Rev. Arthur A. Vall-Spinosa 
(Olympia) 
+Very Rev. Richard Coombs 
(Spokane) 
*George Livermore 
(California) 
Mrs. Robert Miller 
(Northern California) 


Rt. Rev. David B. Reed 
(Colombia) 


*Presiding Bishop—Rt. Rev. John E. Hines 
* Vice-President of the Executive Council—Warren H. Turner, Jr. 


*Ecumenical Officer—Dr. Peter Day 


Director of Overseas Department—Rt. Rev. Stephen F. Bayne, Jr. 
Director of Home Department—Rt. Rev. Daniel Corrigan 

Director of Department of Christian Education—Mrs. David R. Hunter 
Director of Department of Christian Social Relations— 


Mrs. Muriel S. Webb 


Director of General Division of Women’s Work—Frances M. Young 


* General Board Member from 1966 to 1969 
+ Nominated by State Council of Churches 


(P.R.) Provincial Representative 
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3. North American Conference on the Laity 


. Gustave Simons (Connecticut) 
. Hon. Fred C. Scribner, Jr. 
(Maine) 
. Rt. Rev. Ned Cole, Jr. 
(Central New York) 
. Sam Welles (New York) 
. Michael Budzanoski 
(Pittsburgh) 
. Dr. Inabel Lindsay 
(Washington) 
. Mrs. Morag Simchak 
(Washington) 
. Mrs. John F. Marshall 
(Washington) 
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9. Mrs. Seaton Bailey (Georgia) 
10. Prime Osborn III (Florida) 
11. Louis J. Willie (Alabama) 
12. Dr. Theodore Switz (Chicago) 


13. William F. Orr 

(Western North Carolina) 
14. Norman Gross (South Dakota) 
15. Mrs. Robert Wilson (Missouri) 


16. Mrs. Harold Sorg (California) 
17. L. Dale Pederson (Oregon) 
18. Lester Green (Oregon) 


19. Mrs. Lemuel B. Shirley 
(Panama) 
20. Mrs. Charles W. Battle 
(Indianapolis) 
21. George Feller 
22. Staff persons who attended: 
Miss Frances Young 
Rev. Edmund B. Partridge 
Rev. Howard Harper 
(Observer) 
Carroll Greene, Jr. 


4. World Conference on Church and Society 


Rev. Myron B. Bloy 


. (Massachusetts ) 

Rev. Joseph F. Fletcher 
(Massachusetts) 

Rt. Rev. John E. Hines 
(Presiding Bishop) 


Rev. Daisuke Kitagawa 
(Executive Council ) 
Dr. Margaret Mead (New York) 
Rt. Rev. J. Brooke Mosley 
(Delaware) 
Dr. Charles V. Willie 
(Central New York) 


5. World-Order Study Conference 


Leila Anderson (New York) 
Rt. Rev. George Cadigan (Missouri) 
Rt. Rev. William Crittenden (Erie) 
Rt. Rev. William Davidson 
(Western Kansas ) 
Rey. Gardiner M. Day 
(Massachusetts ) 
Hon. Joseph S. Farland 
(Washington) 
Mrs. Marcus Goldman Cllinois ) 
Carroll Greene, Jr. 
(Executive Council) 
Rev. Herschel Halbert 
(Executive Council) 
Dr. John A. Hallowell 
(North Carolina) 
Rev. Thomas L. Hayes (Pittsburgh) 
Rey. Daisuke Kitagawa 
(Executive Council) 
Mrs. Hideo H. Kodani (California) 
Rev. John M. Krumm_ (New York) 


Rt. Rev. Arnold Lewis 
(Bishop for the Armed Forces) 
John Matthews (New Jersey) 
Rev. Canon Gerald N. McAllister 
(West Texas) 
Leslie Paffrath (Milwaukee) 
Rev. Almon R. Pepper 
(Executive Council) 
Rt. Rev. David E. Richards 
(Central America) 
Rev. Raymond K. Riebs 
(Los Angeles) 


Rev. Patrick Sanders (Mississippi) 
Mrs. Dallas B. Sherman 

(New York) 
Rev. Allen E. Sither (Vermont) 
Mrs. Harold Sorg (California) 


Rey. Alfred B. Starratt (Maryland) 

Rev. Robert T. Stellar (Los Angeles) 

Rev. Cornelius C. Tarplee 
(Executive Council) 
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World-Order Study Conference (Continued) 


Hon. Herbert Tate 

Warren H. Turner, Jr. 

(Executive Council) 
(Olympia) 


(Newark) 


W. Paul Uhiman 
Rey. Arthur E. Walmsley 
(Executive Council) 
Rev. M. Moran Weston 
(New York) 


Gardner Winters (Texas) 


Other Episcopalians present: 


Mrs. William Crittenden 
Mrs. Parker E. Monroe 
(Rhode Island) 
Rev. Canon William S. Van Meter 
(New York) 


(Erie) 


Very Rev. Harry W. Vere 
i (North Dakota) 
Rt. Rev. J. Milton Richardson 


(Texas) 

Very Rey. William H. Mead 
(Missouri) 
Mrs. George Cadigan (Missouri) 


Ven. and Mrs. Charles F. Rehkopf 
(Missouri) 
Rev. and Mrs. Edward G. Cobb 
(Missouri) 
Rev. Canon and Mrs. William C. 
Rainford II (Missouri) 
Rev. Canon and Mrs. Stanley F. 
Rodgers (Missouri) 
Rev. Robert M. Smith (Maryland) 


6. Ninth Orthodox-Anglican Consultation 


Anglicans 


Rt. Rev. L. L. Scaife 
(Western New York) 
Rev. Dr. Powel Dawley (New York) 
Rev. S. S. Garmey (New York) 
Rev. J. P. Morton (Newark) 
Rey. Dr. K. R. Waldron 
(New York) 
Rt. Rev. John E. Hines 
(Presiding Bishop) 
Dr. Peter Day (Executive Council) 
Rev. Dr. E. R. Hardy (Connecticut) 
Rev. W. A. Nogren (New York) 


Rev. Canon E. N. West (New York) 
Dr. Paul B. Anderson (New York) 
Ven. J. R. Deppen (Chicago) 
Rev. R. B. MacDonald 
(Pennsylvania) 
Rev. Dr. A. Vogel (Milwaukee) 
Rt. Rev. Stephen F. Bayne, Jr. 
(Executive Council) 
Ven. G. Johnson 
(Anglican Church of Canada) 
Rev. T. Keithly (Dallas) 
Rev. Dr. W. J. Wolf (Massachusetts ) 


Orthodox 


Most Rev. Archbishop Iakovos 
Rev. Demetrios Constantelos 
Rey. Michael Vaporis 

Rev. G. Tsoumas 

Rev. G. J. Bacopoulos 

Rev. J. Meyendorf 

Rev. A. Schmemann 


Very Rev. P: Schneirla. 
Rev. F. Galdau 

Prof. Sergei Verkhovskoy 
Dr. Veselin Kesic 

Very Rev. G. Papadeas 
Rev. B. Gregory 

Dr. George Bebis 
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7. Second North American Study Conference on 
Church and Family 


a) Professionals in Human Relations 


Winfield Best (New York) 
Rev. Lloyd W. Clarke 
(Western New York) 
Mrs. Martha H. Clarke 
(Western New York) 
Mrs. Pat O, Johnson (Oklahoma) 
Rev. Gregory D. M. Maletta 
(Washington) 
Rev. Canon Peter C. Moore 
(New Mexico) 
Rev. J. Kenneth Morris 
(Upper South Carolina) 


Ven. Kenneth E. Nelson 
Rey. C. Wesley Shike 
Rey. Eric Snyder 
(Executive Council) 
Esther Stamats (Washington) 
D. Milo Upjohn, ACSW 
(Pennsylvania) 
Mrs. Theodore O. Wedel 
(New York) 
Rev. Ronald E. Whittall (Kentucky) 
Dr. Lenore M. Sportsman (Albany) 


(Albany) 
(New York) 


b) Professional Educators 


Rey. John P. Carter (Virginia) 


Dr. F. Joseph Mullin (Chicago) 
Mrs, Anne G. Pannell (Virginia) 
Mrs. Paul S. Peters (Texas) 
Rev. Warren H. Scott (Atlanta) 


Dr. William M, Smith, Jr. 
(Harrisburg) 
Rev. Frederick C. Wood, Jr. 
(Maryland) 


c) Theologians 


Rev. Wilford O. Cross 
Rev. Hayden McCallum 
(Pennsylvania) 


(Dallas) 


Rev. Albert T. Mollegen (Virginia) 
Rev. Gibson Winter (Chicago) 


d) Executive Council Members and Officers—Joint Commission 
on Human Affairs—(General Convention) 


Joint Commission on the Church in 
Human Affairs: 
Very Rev. C. Julian Bartlett 
(California) 
Mrs. Gurney Williams 
(New York) 


Episcopal Service for Youth 
Rev. Benjamin Priest (New York) 


Executive Council Department Mem- 
ber: 


Mrs. Cyril M. Higley 
(Central New York) 


Executive Council Officers: 


Rt. Rev. Daniel Corrigan 
Rey. Robert Hansel 

Rev. Dr. Kenneth W. Mann 
Mrs. Peggy Morrison 

Rev. Edwin J. Rooney 

Mrs. Maxine Thornton 
Rev. Arthur E. Walmsley 
Mrs. Muriel S. Webb 


. 
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e) Diocesan Representatives 


Rey. & Mrs. Hugh E. Banninga Rev. & Mrs. Dennis Lee 
(Michigan) (New York) 
Rev. Canon G. William Beale Rev. James P. Lincoln (Virginia) 


(California) Rev. William S. Logan (Michigan) 
Rev. John R. Bill (Los Angeles) Rev. Canon Alfred Vaill 


Rev. Everett W. Francis (Michigan) (Pennsylvania) 
Rev. Charles R. Greene Rev. Joseph B. Weathersby 
(North Carolina) (Michigan) 
Major Reginald K. Ingram Rev. Robert Willoughby (Michigan) 
(Washington) 
8. Observers at Vatican Council 
Rev. Frederick C. Grant Dr. Peter Day (Fourth Session, 
(First Session) (New York) First Half) (Executive Council) 
Rev. Massey H. Shepherd, Jr. Rev. Clement W. Welsh (Fourth 
(Second Session) (California) Session, Second Half) 
Rev. William J. Wolf (Washington) 


(Third Session) (Massachusetts) 
9. Fourth Assembly of the WCC 


Rt. Rev. John E. Hines Rev. Reynell Perkins (West Texas) 
(Presiding Bishop) Dr. Clifford P. Morehouse 

Rt. Rev. J. Brooke Mosley (New York) 

(Delaware) Dupuy Bateman (Pittsburgh ) 

Rev. Dr. James W. Kennedy Mrs. John Jackson (Oregon) 

(Southern Ohio) Mrs. Wallace Shutt (Mississippi) 

Rev. Dr. Arthur A. Vogel David Johnson (New York) 


(Milwaukee) Gerald A. McWorter (Chicago) 


10. Consultation on Church Union 


Rt. Rev. Robert F. Gibson, Jr. Rev. William J. Wolf : 
(Virginia) (Massachusetts ) 
Rt. Rev. G. Francis Burrill J. L. Pierson (Missouri) 
(Chicago) Dr. Peter Day (Executive Council) 
Rt. Rev. Richard S. M. Emrich Alternates: 
(Michigan) Rt. Rev. John E. Hines 
Rt. Rev. Stephen F. Bayne, Jr. (Presiding Bishop) 
(Executive Council) Dr. Clifford P. Morehouse 
Rev. Albert T. Mollegen (Virginia) (New York) 
Rev. Canon Enrico C. S. Molnar Rev. Dr. Arthur A. Vogel 


(Los Angeles) (Milwaukee) 
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11. Joint Council Philippine Independent and Episcopal 
Churches, Manila, 1965, 1966, 1967 


Rt. Rev. John E, Hines Dr. Clifford P. Morehouse 
(Co-Chairman) (New York) 
Rt. Rev. Lyman B. Ogilby Very Rev. Wayland S. Mandell, Dean 
(Philippines) of PIC Affairs for the Presiding 
Rt. Rev. Robert F, Gibson Bishop 


(Virginia) Rev. John V. Butler 
(New York) 


12. Various Meetings in which the Joint Commission has been 
represented during the Triennium 


Old Catholic Congress, Vienna, October, 1965: Bishop Scaife and Dr. Day 


Anglican-Presbyterian Unity Discussions, Edinburgh, Scotland, January, 1966 
(Observers): Bishop Gibson and Dr. Day. 


Conference on Ecumenical Developments in Anglican and Old Catholic 
Churches, Oxford, England, June, 1966: Bishop Scaife, Bishop Higgins, 
Rev. Dr. Hardy, and Dr. Day. 


Annual meetings with Ecumenical Chairmen of Anglican Church of Canada, 
1964, 1965, 1966: The Executive Committee. 


Dedication of Anglican Center in Rome: Bishop Hallock. 


Anglican/Roman-Catholic Joint Preparatory Commission: Rev. Dr. Massey 
H. Shepherd, Jr. 


Faith and Order Consultation on the Ancient Councils, Bad Gastein, Ger- 
many, 1966: Rev. Dr. Hardy (Dr. Hardy then toured extensively on 
ecumenical concerns in Europe, Africa, and the Near East.) 


Central Committee, World Council of Churches: Bishop Lichtenberger and 
Dr. Nathan Pusey are the regular delegates; at the Enugu, Nigeria, meeting 
in 1965, and the Geneva, Switzerland, meeting in 1966, they were repre- 
sented by Rev. Dr. Kennedy and Dr. Day. 


Study of Orthodoxy in Australia: Dr. Paul B. Anderson. 


Approximately two hundred members of the Episcopal Church serve on 
various committees and boards of the World Council of Churches and the 
National Council of Churches. 
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Statement on Communion Discipline 


The Holy Communion must be seen in its proper context of 
the fellowship of committed Christians in the household of the 
Apostolic Faith, to which we are admitted by Baptism. In the his- 
toric tradition which the Episcopal Church maintains and practices, 
the baptized member completes his baptismal initiation by personal 
profession of faith and loyalty, and so proceeds to the blessing of 
Confirmation and participation in the Holy Eucharist. 


In the historic Churches, Eastern and Western, the Bishop, as 
the center of unity of the Christian family, is active in the whole 
process—authorizing the administration of Baptism (usually by a 
priest, but sometimes by a deacon or a layman); confirming, either 
in person or (in some traditions) by delegation to a priest; ordain- 
ing the celebrant of the Eucharist, if he does not officiate at it 
himself. j 


The normative condition of the Church is union in one fellowship, 
at once of faith, sacramental practice, personal relations, and 
Church Order; and this is, therefore, the situation which the services 
and rules of the Prayer Book embody. 


The anomalous situation of Christian division requires us to 
accept at the heart of our Christian experience the pain of divisions 
which the present ecumenical renewal of the Church is beginning 
to overcome. Yet all who have been baptized in the Name of the 
Father, the Son, and Holy Spirit, have been made members of the 
Body of Christ. 


Those who in other Christian traditions than ours have, by 
personal profession of faith and personal commitment affirmed 
their status as members of the Body, may, on occasion, be led 
by their Christian obedience to wish to receive Communion in 
our Church. We believe that they may properly do so where the 
discipline of their own Church permits, not only at special occasions 
of ecumenical gatherings specifically looking toward Church unity, 
but also in circumstances of individual spiritual need; and that this 
does not require any rubrical or canonical changes. 


We hope that such recognition of the deep significance of our 
basic fellowship and Baptism will help to speed the day when all 
the children of God will be able to join in fellowship around the 
Table of the Lord. 
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Financial Report 


PART I 
JOINT COMMISSION ON ECUMENICAL RELATIONS 
Receipts 
Appropriated by the Gen- 
eral Convention ...... $25,000.00 
Additional appropriations 15,000.00 $40,000.00 
Special private contribution (contra) . . 1,000.00 
BIOtaeINeCOIDISn yt. es Metcre etl CONN MER INE $41,000.00 
Disbursements 
Expenses of meetings, in- 
cluding travel, lodging, 
and, meds. ova. $26,713.31 
Postage, telephone, miscel- 
laneous expense ...... 607.46 
Sharing in Consultation on 
Church Union ....... 4,344.00 


Total disbursements a/c General Con- 
vention appropriation to March 16, 
967 


ee oc NT, oie 31,664.77 
Transmission of special contribution to 
American Committee for W.C.C. 
COTE) a OE ie eR 1,000.00 
Total disbursements to March 16, 1967 ...... 32,664.77 
Unexpended balance, March 16, 1967 .......... 8,335.23 
Estimated additional expense to Aug. 15, 1967 .... 6,754.83 


Anticipated balance of Appropriations, Aug. 15,1967 $ 1,580.40 


a 
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PART II 
COUNCIL ON RELATIONS WITH EASTERN CHURCHES 
Receipts 
Good Friday Offering (15%) ........ $42,271.94 
Sale of Directory of Eastern Churches 
(tovanuary 1, S1960)) 2 ae ea 1,036.98 
For Transmission to Bulgarian Orthodox 
Archdiocese (contra) .........:.. 16,100.00 
POCA vac tne ee ee ee ee $59,408.92 
Balance brought forward, 
May-15, 1964.06.41 °5 $7,254.33 
Add, returned check .... 2,039.00 9,293.33 
FEOGAL IR CCI Sate: sek ac ania Se ies ee ee $68,702.25 
Disbursements 
Appropriations to St. Sergius’ Institute 
related undertakings in Paris ...... 32,706.98 
Appropriations to other Orthodox proj- 
CLS ee ee ee Re erat ee 5,028.66 
Year Books and reference materials .. . Zor e 
Travel and consultations ............ 1,714.87 
Postage, telephone, miscellaneous office 
CRDCHSE te teh Pato eue. See 815.85 
Manufacture of Directory ........... 2,722.62 
Directory distribution expense ......... 691.85 
Transmission to Bulgarian Archdiocese 
(contra)). Oeics .25-o P ee: 16,100.00 
Total Disbursementss$%.7.\, aa Jy ees 60,061.94 
Balance, Marci 16; T9674). 45 24a ee oe $ 8,640.31 





Legacy from the Estate of the late Wm. K. Richardson, with 
interest to January 10, 1967—$5,558.65—is held on interest- 
bearing deposit, pending its use in the property-development plan 
of St. Sergius’ Institute in Paris. 
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ANNEX H 


Supplemental Report 


Joint Commission on Ecumenical Relations 


Although the fourth meeting of the consultation with the Roman 
Catholic Church was held too late for the inclusion of an account 
thereof in the pre-filed Report of the Joint Commission on Ecu- 
menical Relations, the Commission believes that the agreed-upon 
statement on the doctrine of the Eucharistic sacrifice, which resulted 
from the meeting, is of sufficient importance to be the subject of a 
supplementary Report to General Convention, 


The consultation met May 24-26, 1967, at Milwaukee and at 
Nashotah House in Wisconsin, The membership of the consultation, 
appointed by the Joint Commission on Ecumenical Relations, on 
behalf of this Church, and, on behalf of the Roman Catholics, by 
the United States Bishops’ Committee for Ecumenical and Inter- 
religious Affairs, consisted of the following: 


ANGLICANS 

1. Rt. Rev. Donald H. V. Hal- 6. Professor George A. Shipman 
lock Graduate School of Public 
Bishop of Milwaukee Affairs 

2. Rt. Rev. Edward R. Welles University of Washington 
Bishop of West Missouri 7. Rev. Arthur A. Vogel 

3. Rt. Rev. John M. Allin Professor of Apologetics and 
Bishop of Mississippi Systematic Theology 

4. Clifford P. Morehouse Hashotah House 
President of the House of 8. Rev. William J. Wolf 
Deputies of The General Professor of Theology 
Convention Episcopal Theological School 

5. Rev. Massey H. Shepherd, Jr. 9. Peter Day 
Professor of Liturgics Ecumenical Officer 
Church Divinity School of The Episcopal Church 


the Pacific 
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ROMAN CATHOLICS 


. Most Rev. Charles H. Helm- 
sing 

Bishop of Kansas City- 

St. Joseph 


. Most Rev. A. Wycislo 
Auxiliary Bishop of Chicago 


. Rev. Thomas Ambrogi, S.J. 
Professor of Theology 
Woodstock College 
Woodstock, Maryland 


. Rev. Bernard J. Cooke, S.J. 
Chrm., Dept. of Theology 
Marquette University 


5. Rev. Lawrence B. Guillot 


Director, Ecumenical Library 
Kansas City, Missouri 


. Rev. John Hotchkin 


Asst. Exec. Dir., Bishops’ 
Commission for Ecumenical 
and Interreligious Affairs 
Washington, D. C. 


. Professor Thomas P. Neill 


Professor of History 
St. Louis University 


. Rev. George H. Tavard 


Professor of Religious 


Studies 
Pennsylvania State 
University 


Milwaukee, Wisconsin 


Background 


Since the time of the Reformation, the doctrine of Eucharistic 
sacrifice has been considered a major obstacle to the reconciliation 
of the Anglican Communion and the Roman Catholic Church. It is 
the conviction of our consultation that this is no longer true. 


We have made a careful study of the Documents of the Second 
Vatican Council, the Lambeth Conference Report of 1958, the 
1949 Statement of Faith and Order of the Protestant Episcopal 
Church in the USA, and other statements of the contemporary 
position of both our Churches. From these statements, it is clear 
to us that the findings of modern biblical, theological, and liturgical 
studies have transcended many of the polemical formulations of an 
earlier period. 
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We believe that it is of utmost importance for the clergy and 
laity of our two Churches to acknowledge their substantial identity 
in this area of Eucharistic doctrine, and to build upon it as they 
go forward in dialogue. Whatever doctrinal disagreements may 
remain between our Churches, the understanding of the sacrificial 
nature of the Eucharist is not among them. 


The following is an effort to sum up the consensus at which we 
have arrived. 


Eucharistic Sacrifice 


The Church is the Body of Christ and is built up by the Word 
through the Eucharist. 


Baptism is the entrance into the eucharistic community. In the 
Holy Eucharist, Christians are united with Christ as the fulfillment 
and perfection of their baptismal union with him. 


In the Lord’s Supper, we participate at the same time in Christ’s 
death, resurrection, and ascension; the Christian community is thus 
transformed in grace and the pledge of future glory is given to us. 


Our communion with Christ in the Holy Eucharist is also com- 
munion with one another. Such union is achieved through the Holy 
Spirit. 


Christian people, participating in Christ’s priesthood through 
baptism and confirmation, are meant to be a living sacrifice to God. 
That sacrifice finds its fullest expression in the eucharistic offering 
of the priesthood of the people of God. Such sacramental offering 
of the whole people is made possible through the special action of 
the ministerial priest, who is empowered by his ordination to make 
Christ’s sacrifice for his people. 


The sacrifice of the Holy Eucharist is not just the sacrifice of the 
cross, but the sacrifice of Christ’s whole life of obedience to the 
Father, which culminated in his death on the cross and his glorious 
resurrection. We offer nothing we have not first received; because 
of our incorporation into Christ at baptism, he offers us in himself 
to the Father. 
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Documents Studied 
From Vatican Council II: 


What has revealed the love of God among us is that the only-begotten 
Son of God has been sent by the Father into the world; so that, being made 
man, the Son might by His redemption of the entire human race give new 
life to it and unify it (cf. 1 Jn. 4:9; Col. 1:18-20; Jn. 11:52). Before offer- 
ing Himself up as a spotless victim upon the altar of the cross, He prayed 
to His Father for those who believe: “That all may be one even as thou, 
Father, art in me, and I in thee; that they also may be one in us, that the 
world may believe that thou hast sent me” (Jn. 17:21). In His Church He 
instituted the wonderful. sacrament of the Eucharist by which the unity of 
the Church is both signified and brought about. He gave His followers a new 
commandment of mutual love (cf. Jn. 13:34), and promised the Spirit, their 
Advocate (cf. Jn. 16:7), who, as Lord and life-giver, would abide with them 
forever. (Decree on Ecumenism, Par. #2, 1 


In the human nature which He united to Himself, the Son of God re- 
deemed man and transformed him into a new creation (cf. Gal. 6:15, 2 Cor. 
5:17) by overcoming death through His own death and resurrection. By 
communicating His Spirit to His brothers, called together from all peoples, 
Christ made them mystically into His own body. 


In that body, the life of Christ is poured into the believers, who, through 
the sacraments, are united in a hidden and real way to Christ who suffered 
and was glorified. Through Baptism we are formed in the likeness of Christ: 
“For in one Spirit we were all baptized into one body” (1 Cor. 12:13). In 
this sacred rite, a union with Christ’s death and resurrection is both sym- 
bolized and brought about: “For we were buried with him by means of 
Baptism into death.” And if “we have been united with him in the likeness 
of his death, we shall be so in the likeness of his resurrection also” (Rom. 
6:4-5). (Constitution on The Church, Par #7) 


At the Last Supper, on the night when He was betrayed, our Savior insti- 
tuted the Eucharistic Sacrifice of His Body and Blood. He did this in order 
to perpetuate the sacrifice of the Cross throughout the centuries until He 
should come again, and so to entrust to His beloved spouse the Church, a 
memorial of His death and resurrection: a sacrament of love, a sign of unity, 
a bond of charity, a paschal banquet in which Christ is consumed, the mind 
is filled with grace, and a pledge of future glory is given to us. (Constitution 
on the Sacred Liturgy, Par. #47) 


Truly in partaking of the body of the Lord in the breaking of the 
Eucharistic bread, we are taken up into communion with Him and with one 
another. “Because the bread is one, we though many, are one body, all of 
us who partake of the one bread” (1 Cor. 10:17). In this way all of us are 
made members of His body (cf. 1 Cor. 10:27), “but. severally members one 
of another” (Rom. 12:5). (Constitution on the Church, Par. #7) 


As all the members of the human body, though they are many, form one 
body, so also are the faithful in Christ (cf. 1 Cor. 12:12). Also, in the 
building up of Christ’s body there is a flourishing variety of members and 
functions. There is only one Spirit who, according to His own richness and 
the needs of the ministries, distributes His different gifts for the welfare of 
the Church (cf. 1 Cor. 12:1-11). Among these gifts stand out the grace 


ECUMENICAL RELATIONS Appendix 9.61 


given to the apostles. To their authority, the Spirit Himself subjected even 
those who were endowed with charisms (cf. 1 Cor. 14). Giving the body 
unity through Himself and through His power and through the internal 
cohesion of its members, this same Spirit produces and urges love among the 
believers. Consequently, if one member suffers anything, all the members 
suffer it, too, and if one member is honored, all the members rejoice together 
(cf. 1 Cor. 12:26). (Same, Par. #7) 


Christ the Lord, High Priest taken from among men (cf. Heb. 5:1-5), 
“made a kingdom and priests to God his Father” (Apoc. 1:6, cf. 5:9-10) 
out of this new people. The baptized, by regeneration and the anointing of 
the Holy Spirit, are consecrated into a spiritual house and a holy priesthood. 
Thus through all those works befitting Christian men they can offer spiritual 
sacrifices and proclaim the power of Him who has called them out of dark- 
ness into His marvelous light (cf. 1 Pet. 2:4-10). Therefore all the disciples 
of Christ, persevering in prayer and praising God (cf. Acts 2:42-47), should 
present themselves as a living sacrifice, holy and pleasing to God (cf. Rom. 
12:1). Everywhere on earth they must bear witness to Christ and give an 
answer to those who seek an account of that hope of eternal life which is in 
them (cf. 1 Pet. 3:15). (Same, Par. #10) 


Though they differ from one another in essence and not only in degree, 
the common priesthood of the faithful and the ministerial or hierarchial 
priesthood are nonetheless interrelated. Each of them in its own special way 
is a participation in the one priesthood of Christ. The ministerial priest, by 
the sacred power he enjoys, molds and rules the priestly people. Acting in the 
person of Christ, he brings about the Eucharistic Sacrifice, and offers it to 
God in the name of all the people. For their part, the faithful join in the 
offering of the Eucharist by virtue of their royal priesthood. They likewise 
exercise that priesthood by receiving the sacraments, by prayer and thanks- 
giving, by the witness of a holy life, and by self- denial and active charity. 
(Same, Par. #10) 


From 1949 Statement of Faith and Order of the Episcopal Church: 


1. The Ministry. The fundamental Christian ministry is the ministry of 
Christ. There is no Christian priesthood or ministry apart from His. His 
priestly and ministerial function is to reconcile the world to God in and 
through Himself, by His Incarnation and by His “one sacrifice once offered” 
and by the gift of the Holy Spirit, delivering men from the power of sin 
and death. 


The Church as the Body of Christ, sharing His life, has a ministerial 
function derived from that of Christ. In this function every member has his 
place and share according to his different capabilities and calling. The Church 
is set before us in the New Testament as a body of believers having within 
it, as its recognized focus of unity, of teaching and of authority, the Aposto- 
late, which owed its origin to the action of the Lord Himself. There was not 
first an Apostolate which gathered a body of believers about itself; nor was 
there a completely structureless collection of believers which gave authority 
to the Apostles to speak and act on its behalf. From the first there was the 
fellowship of believers finding its unity in the Twelve. Thus the New Testa- 
ment bears witness to the principle of a distinctive ministry, as an original 
element, but not the sole constitutive element, in the life of the Church. 
(pp. 12-13) 


SF 
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From Vatican Council II 


It is through the sacraments and the exercise of the virtues that the sacred 
nature and organic structure of the priestly community is brought into opera- 
tion. Incorporated into the Church through baptism, the faithful are conse- 
crated by the baptismal character to the exercise of the cult of the Christian 
religion. Reborn as sons of God, they must confess before men the faith 
which they have received from God through the Church. Bound more inti- 
mately to the Church by the sacrament of confirmation, they are endowed 
by the Holy Spirit with special strength. Hence they are more strictly obliged 
to spread and defend the faith both by word and by deed as true witnesses 
of Christ. 


Taking part in the Eucharistic Sacrifice, which is the fount and apex of 
the whole Christian life, they offer the divine Victim to God, and offer 
themselves along with it. Thus, both by the act of oblation and through holy 
communion, all perform their proper part in this liturgical service, not, 
indeed, all in the same way but each in that way which is appropriate to 
himself. Strengthened anew at the holy table by the Body of Christ, they 
manifest in a practical way that unity of God’s People which is suitably 
signified and wondrously brought about by this great awesome sacrament. 
(Constitution on the Church, Par. # 11) 


From the Lambeth Conference of 1958 


It is commonly acknowledged that what Christ accomplished on the cross 
can properly be described as a sacrifice. It is enough to recall the two sacri- 
ficial sayings of our Lord himself. “My life a ransom for many” and “This 
is my blood of the covenant which is shed for many”, and the phrases in the 
Epistle to the Hebrews (10:10, 12) “The offering of the body of Jesus Christ 
once for all”, and “when Christ had offered for all time a single sacrifice for 
sins, he sat down at the right hand of God.” 


This sacrifice is an act of willing obedience. “Lo, I am come to do thy will 
O God” (Hebrews 10. 7; Phil. 2. 8), and inasmuch as Christ is not only 
perfect and representative man but also the eternal Son of God, “this act 
of will is not only the one perfect response of humanity to the will of God 
but also it is the will of God going out to man in yearning love.”1 “The new 
man, the Adam who is Christ, fulfils in the Cross the thanksgiving of man 
to God. In Christ the fulness of God giving himself to man meets with the 
fulness of man offering himself to God.”2 ; 


The sacrifice of Christ as the offering of willing obedience included not 
only his death on the Cross but all that contributed to it, of which it was 
the culmination. The finished work of Calvary is consummated in the resur- 
rection and ascension. 


This sacrifice is once and for all, but though it cannot be repeated, it is 
not merely a past fact; it is not only an event in history, but the revelation 
of eternal truth. He is the Lamb slain from the foundation of the world, now 
seated at the right hand of God after the power of an endless life. The fact 
revealed in time past has to be continually translated into the present by the 
operation of the Spirit. “He will take what is mine and declare it to you.” 
(John 16. 14). 


1. C. F. D. Moule, The Sacrifice of Christ, p. 26. 
2. Bouyer, Life and Liturgy, p. 131. 
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Christ’s sacrificial work on the Cross was for us; he died as our Redeemer. 
He who once died and is now alive for ever more is also in us; he dwells in 
our hearts by faith. And in virtue of this union, we are now identified with 
him both in his death and passion, and in his resurrection life and glory. 
There is but one Body, of which he is the Head and we are the members; 
and we are made one with each other because we are one in him. 


In our baptism we were united with him by the likeness of his death 
(Rom. 6. 5) and in the Eucharist we abide in him as we eat his Body and 
drink his Blood (John 6. 56). We come to the Father in and through Jesus 
our great High Priest. We have nothing to offer that we have not first 
received, but we offer our praise and thanksgiving for Christ’s sacrifice for us 
and so present it again, and ourselves in him, before the Father. We are 
partakers of the sacrifice of Christ (1 Cor. 10. 16), and this is shown forth 
by our sacrifice of praise to God continually through Christ (Heb. 13. 15), 
and by our life of service and suffering for his sake in the world (Phil. 
3. 9, 10). We ourselves, incorporate in the mystical body of Christ, are 
the sacrifice we offer. Christ with us offers us in himself to God. 
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APPENDIX 10 
REPORT OF THE EPISCOPALIAN, INC. 


The Episcopal Church is in the midst of a most disturbing decade. 
The tremors of change in secular society, in theology, liturgy, inter- 
Church relations, and the very mission of the Church, have chal- 
lenged us as perhaps never before. Episcopalians are beginning to 
respond to these challenges, but the way to solutions is long and 
difficult. 

As the Church’s officially-sponsored, independently-edited, na- 
tional magazine, THE EPISCOPALIAN has centered much of its atten- 
tion during the triennium on this ferment of self-examination, 
change, and potential change. A sampling of titles from the maga- 
zine indicates the range of this attention. 


Is This Heresy Necessary? What’s All This About 
The God Questioners “Open Communion”? 
The Doctrine Debaters Dioceses: 
What Is MRI Doing To Us? The Mechanics of Change 
That Nasty Word, Evangelism Missionary, Go Home 
Why Clergy? Should You Offer Teen-agers 
The New Missionary Drinks in Your Home? 
Agony in South Africa Inside the Inner City 

Mutual Responsibility 


Much of the questioning has come as a result of the Church’s 
exploration of Mutual Responsibility and Inter-dependence in the 
Body of Christ. Starting before the 1963 Anglican Congress, THE 
EPISCOPALIAN has given major editorial coverage to the many facets 
of MRI. Since the 1964 St. Louis Convention, the magazine has 
carried more than forty separate articles on MRI itself and more 
than 300 pages of MRI-related material, including a 16-page sec- 
tion on the U. S. Church (Apr. 66) and a 28-page report on the 
whole Anglican Communion (Nov. 66). The 1967 “Projects for 
Partnership” reached 150,000 homes as an insert in the February 
’67 issue. Counting reprints of MRI documents and special reports, 
THE EPISCOPALIAN has delivered more than 800,000 “MRI pack- 
ets” to Dioceses, parishes, and individuals in the last three years. 


Church Unity 


Canon Edward N. West wrote in THE EPISCOPALIAN (May ’65), 
“The single, most insistent religious question on our Anglican hori- 
zon is the one of Christian unity.” This lively topic has appeared in 


10.2 Appendix EPISCOPALIAN 


the magazine through feature articles and Worldscene-section re- 
ports in almost every issue. Highlights include Ecumenical Officer 
Peter Day’s ““What About Church Union?” (Nov. ’65); five major 
articles on the Consultation on Church Union in ‘1966; and articles 
by Bishop Burrill of Chicago and Mr. Day in 1967, plus a Unity 
Forum for reader reactions (Apr. ’°67), which continues to draw 
a large response. 

The search for Christian unity in the United States is only part 
of the ecumenical scene today. In the current triennium, THE 
EPISCOPALIAN continued its on-the-spot analysis of Vatican Council 
II, with major articles by observers Massey H. Shepherd, Jr. (Feb. 
65), Frederick C. Grant (Sept. 65), and Robert McAfee Brown 
(Feb., Mar., Apr. 66). Worldscene reports on the Archbishop of 
Canterbury’s visit with Pope Paul (May ’66), and unity negotiations 
in such countries as Australia, Canada, England, and Nigeria helped 
supplement the major coverage. 


Urban Work 


Urban work is one of the Episcopal Church’s top-priority pro- 
grams this triennium. THE EPISCOPALIAN has run more than a 
dozen major stories on various aspects of the urban ministry, in- 
cluding articles by Stephen Rose and Thomas LaBar on Chicago’s 
National Urban Training Center (Apr. ’65), the much-reprinted- 
and-quoted “Confessions of a Do-Gooder’ (Mar. ’65), Ruth 
Malone’s report on Puerto Ricans (Feb. 65), and Patricia Pack- 
ard’s two-part series on drug addiction in Pittsburgh (Feb., March 
66), as well as reports on Joint Urban pilot-programs in Idaho 
(Sept., Oct. °66) and Houston (Aug. ’67), and on inner-city ex- 
periences in Indianapolis (Aug. 65), Boston (Sept. ’66), and 
Chicago (May *67). The magazine’s coverage of urban ministry 
also reached outside the continental United States, with articles 
from East Africa (Aug. 65), India (Apr. ’66), Honolulu (May 
66), and Tokyo (Apr. 67). 


Civil Rights 


Civil-rights concerns are closely tied to the urban ministry. In 
the last thirty months, THE EPISCOPALIAN has carried more than 
forty features and news reports on race-relations, ranging all the 
way from South Africa to Los Angeles via New York, Rochester, 
Cleveland, Chicago, Montgomery, McCord, and Hattiesburg. Key 
articles included “Agony in South Africa” by Alan Paton (July 
65); “Thirty Thousand in Montgomery” by John Tillson (May 
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65); “Mississippi Revisited” by Barbara Kremer (Dec. 65); 
“Carol’s Summer” (July ’66), and “The Negro American and 
MRI” (May ’67). 


Faith and Practice 


Questions about the faith and practice of the Church have also 
disturbed old and quiet ways since 1964. Starting with the impor- 
tant, four-part series, Our Anglican Origins, in early 1965, THE 
EPISCOPALIAN has looked at many aspects of change in theology 
and liturgy. The coverage has included interviews with Thomas 
Altizer (May °66) and Bishop Pike (July ’66), a profile of Dietrich 
Bonhoeffer (May ’66), appraisals of the “God is dead” theologians 
(Aug. *66) and the “new theology” (Sept. 66, May ’67), Louis 
Cassels’ article on the Bible today (Dec. ’66), and Edward Dell’s 
report on the new liturgy (Apr. ’67). The tandem articles on “What 
the Episcopal Church Is . . . And What It Expects of You” (Apr. 
67) have been widely used and reprinted, as has Richard Bolles’ 
commentary on the question, “Why Clergy?” (Sept. ’66). 

MRI, unity, ecumenism, race, faith and practice—these are but 
a few of the themes that make up the mission of the Church in the 
“uneasy Sixties”, and the editorial content of THE EPISCOPALIAN. 


EDITORIAL SERVICE 


In its service to the whole Church, THE EPISCOPALIAN empha- 
sizes six major areas: the General Convention, the House of Bish- 
ops, the Executive Council, the Dioceses, parishes and missions, 
and individual communicants. The magazine serves these interlock- 
ing parts of the Church in the following ways: 


The General Convention 


The magazine provides preliminary coverage of major issues that 
will be presented to the Convention; in-depth reporting of the Con- 
vention itself; and news of the work of the several Joint Commis- 
sions and Committees in the period between meetings. It prints all 
major messages and Position Papers. THE EPISCOPALIAN also car- 
ries the Presiding Bishop’s messages to the Church, and, last Fall, 
ran a two-part story on Bishop Hines. 


The House of Bishops 


THE EPISCOPALIAN covers and reports to the Church about all 
meetings of the House of Bishops. It reprints Pastoral Letters and 
Position Papers adopted at Special Meetings of the House between 


10.4 Appendix EPISCOPALIAN 


Conventions. It reports regularly about changes in the episcopate, 
includes additional biographical data in the monthly “Know Your 
Diocese” feature, and has carried -several interpretive articles on 
the role of the Bishop in the Church. It numbers, many Bishops as 
contributors to the magazine. 


The Executive Council 


The magazine covers all meetings of the Executive Council and 
publishes articles in every issue on specific aspects of the General 
Church Program at home and overseas. The latest series in this 
continuing coverage were Barbara Kremer’s three-part report on 
the campus ministry and Edward T. Dell’s “Pacific Profile” reports 
on the Church along the rim of Asia. Ever since the magazine’s 
inception, for example, it has carried articles on theological educa- 
tion in January and February, as well as numerous stories and 
reports on inter-Church aid to show the work of the Presiding 
Bishop’s Fund for World Relief. 


The Dioceses 


The magazine receives all of the Church’s diocesan publications 
and scores of periodicals from other parts of the Anglican Com- 
munion, monitors their contents, and often uses this research as a 
basis for feature articles. It carries “Know Your Diocese” in each 
issue, together with a Calendar of Prayer, covering all Anglican 
Dioceses and their special concerns. For the past three years, the 
magazine has prepared an analysis of major actions and trends in 
the Dioceses for its August issue. It has also published many spe- 
cific articles on the work of individual Dioceses and Missionary 
Districts, on such subjects as stewardship, evangelism, women’s 
voting rights, and Church extension. 


The Parishes 


THE EPISCOPALIAN not only serves individual parishes with all 
the material listed above, but also with coverage of unusual pro- 
grams and actions in varied parish situations. In the last three years, 
for example, the magazine has carried major articles on parish life 
in Wisconsin, Ohio, Massachusetts, South Dakota, Oregon, South 
Carolina, Hawaii, Alaska, New Jersey, California, South Florida, 
and Missouri. 


Individuals 


Although THE EPISCOPALIAN maintains extensive coverage of 
the programs of the Church at all levels, it realizes that the Church 
is far more than programs, being composed of individual human 
beings with deep-felt needs. Thus, in every issue the magazine offers 


EPISCOPALIAN Appendix 10.5 


meditations and devotional articles by such authors as Theodore 
Ferris, C. S. Lewis, Mary Morrison, D. T. Niles, J. B. Phillips, and 
Chad Walsh. Through these, and through the well-received Summer 
Reading issues, the annual Christian Year Calendar, and the review 
and letter sections, the magazine brings inspirational material and 
helpful background information direct to the individual at home. 


In Summary 


These samplings of major coverage and continuing service to the 
whole Church indicate how THE EPISCOPALIAN steadily endeavors 
to justify the trust that the General Convention has placed in it. 


PURPOSE 


The basic tasks of the magazine are to 

1. Present the news of the life and work of the whole Church 

2. Discuss and interpret for the layman the Faith of the Church 

3. Relate the Faith of the Church to its mission in the world 
today 

4. Give Episcopalians ideas and inspiration to help them speak 
and act as practicing Christians 

The editorial policy of THE EPISCOPALIAN is based on the fore- 
going tenets. The editors use the best of writing and of graphic 
materials, subject to the limitations of their imaginations and re- 
sources, to carry out the task. Most of the material is prepared by 
the editors and regular contributors, but the magazine has been able 
to enlist the skills of many distinguished authors and experts in 
various fields. 

The editorial premise of the magazine has been to establish direct 
communication with the laity of the Church—to make this medium 
a switchboard tying together individual communicants with fellow- 
Christians outside their own parish boundaries. 

One of the strong features of the Episcopal Church is its diversity 
within unity. We seek, through the magazine, to reflect varieties of 
approach to our common Faith. The purpose of communication 
within the Church is not to attempt to make the Church monolithic, 
but rather to inform all parts of what is going on in other parts. We 
regard THE EPISCOPALIAN as an active instrument of the Holy 
Spirit in the ministry of the laity, the parish priest, the vestry, the 
Diocese, and national bodies. 


READERSHIP AND USAGE 


Although there is no one specific way to measure the usefulness 
of the publication, we have received solid evidence that THE EPIs- 
COPALIAN is being read by most of those who receive it. Readership- 
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studies show that between 52 and 92 per cent of those queried “read 
most” of every issue, an excellent record by any standard. In Parish- 
Plan renewals (the real test of this publication because almost every 
single Plan is evaluated by a rector and vestry annually and voted 
on) the rate has remained above 83 per cent in total number of 
subscriptions in 1965, and again in 1966. This is a fine record in 
magazine publishing. Perhaps it is even more remarkable in a na- 
tional Church magazine, considering the many demands for local 
program-funds and the brutal fact that nation-wide communications 
in the Church is primarily an optional item, instead of being re- 
garded as a vitally necessary part of the Church’s over-all program 
of continuing education for the laity. As a distinguished Alabama 
layman said earlier this year, “I don’t believe 2 per cent of us have 
really taken the time to find out what our Church is doing. I know 
my own thinking has been much too small.” 

The Directors have been much encouraged by the growing use of 
the magazine in parish and other programs. Rectors tell us that they 
quote from articles in their sermons or call attention to material 
from the magazine in their chancel announcements and parish bul- 
letins. Scores of women’s groups and adult forums discuss material 
from it at meetings. Lay leaders use it as a resource for talks on 
Mutual Responsibility. Some churches use the June “Summer 
Reading” issue for Summer programs, many tie the annual Fall 
“State of the Church” issue, with its numerous facts and figures on 
the Church, into preparations for the Every Member Canvass. 
During the current triennium, requests for reprints have come for 
at least two articles per issue from Dioceses, parishes, Sunday 
Schools, colleges, Armed Forces chaplains, and other Church bod- 
ies. In addition, requests for reprints came from many periodicals, 
including Guideposts, Catholic Digest, and World Christian Digest. 

Material most widely used includes MRI articles and sections, 
reports on women’s rights in the Church, and Martha Moscrip’s 
story on the FISH (Nov. ’65). The last, about a community-service 
program developed by the Church of the Good Shepherd, West 
Springfield, Massachusetts, stirred more than 200 inquiries from 
more than twenty States, and helped lead to the establishment of 
FISH groups in at least six States, among Protestant, Roman Cath- 
olic, and Orthodox Churches. The FISH movement is still growing 
and was recently covered in Time. 


CURRENT STATUS 


THE EPISCOPALIAN has just completed its seventh year of opera- 
tions. With an average circulation per month of 153,183 for the 
year 1966, it has the largest circulation of any national magazine 
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in the Anglican Communion. It reaches approximately one out of 
every six communicant-families in the American Church, with an 
estimated total readership of more than 300,000. More than 1,200 
parishes and missions make use of THE EPISCOPALIAN in their pro- 
grams. Almost a thousand churches currently send the magazine 
to all of their pledging families at the $2 Parish-Every-Family-Plan 
rate. Some 300 parishes and missions are now using the $3 Leaders’ 
Plan to introduce the magazine to their vestrymen, Church School 
teachers, and other officers. Each month, over 10,000 copies are 
sent by the General Convention to all the clergy, as well as to 
Deaconesses and senior seminarians. The Home Department of the 
Executive Council offers a Talking Book edition of THE Episco- 
PALIAN to those who cannot see. Some 400 of these are now being 
sent to individuals, parishes, and Dioceses, in forty-eight States and 
three foreign countries. 


THE ECONOMICS OF CHURCH MAGAZINE PUBLISHING 


Selling magazines is not THE EPISCOPALIAN’s main business: 
proclaiming the Good News of Jesus Christ in a busy and frag- 
mented world, *s. We believe that this proclamation can best be 
done by means of a monthly magazine that is akin to a general con- 
sumer magazine, but which must also have financial support by the 
Church through the General Convention. 

Use of the magazine format, with good writing, and excellent 
graphic presentation of text and pictures, provides advantages not 
available to a house-organ, or a publication that is strictly a promo- 
tion-piece for the sponsoring body. A magazine must sell subscrip- 
tions and then sell renewals to its subscribers, whether, as in this 
case, they are individuals or groups. It must also attract advertisers, 
who have an uncanny way of evaluating a magazine’s influence. 

A Church magazine, to reach the maximum number of sub- 
scribers, must be sold at a price that is attractive to its current and 
potential readers. We have set this price, for THE EPISCOPALIAN, 
at $3.50 for individuals, $3.00 for introductory offers to parish 
leaders, and $2.00 for Parish Plans, where the vestry pays for all 
members to receive the magazine. 

Advertising contributes some revenue, but it is a small amount 
compared with what a good commercial magazine receives. The 
present subscription prices, plus advertising revenue, however, do 
not cover the cost of producing the magazine. To cover the entire 
cost of the magazine by subscriptions, and counting on the present 
rate of advertising, would mean a subscription price for individuals 
and groups that would be more than the market could bear. 
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Thus, to achieve maximum circulation, at a cost acceptable to 
individuals, leadership groups, and parishes, the magazine must 
continue to have a grant from the General Convention. 


In this very real way, the magazine is a joint enterprise of the 
General Convention, parishes, and individuals, in the dissemination 
of news, information, ideas, and inspiration about the Church. 


The experience of THE EPISCOPALIAN, as well as every other de- 
nominational publication, shows conclusively that the Parish-Plan 
program is the most feasible way to develop maximum readership 
and use. Because such a program takes time to develop, a continu- 
ing investment is needed in order to make sure that a national maga- 
zine is made available to parishes at the lowest possible cost. We 
consider THE EPISCOPALIAN an important program of regular lay- 
education for the Church’s communicants. And we would point out 
that it is one of a handful of programs in the Church which does pay 
for most of its expenses. We still do not know of a single officially- 
sponsored Church family magazine in the United States that is 
self-supporting. 


CIRCULATION 


For the fourth year, the Parish Plan accounts for most of THE 
EPISCOPALIAN’S circulation. More than 100,000 families in some 
950 parishes and missions in the United States, plus churches as far 
away as Rome, Italy, and Okinawa, use the Plan. Leading Dioceses 
and Missionary Districts using the Plan are Western Kansas, Ne- 
vada, Erie, Delaware, Kentucky, Idaho, Bethlehem, Honolulu, 
Iowa, West Missouri, Spokane, Northern California, and Louisiana. 
In addition, the Dioceses of South Florida, Massachusetts, Michi- 
gan, New York, Albany, Central New York, Ohio, Pennsylvania, 
Virginia, West Texas, and West Virginia have each more than 
twenty parishes and missions using THE EPISCOPALIAN in this way. 
With the help of Bishops, volunteer representatives, parish mailings, 
and communication-minded rectors and vestries, we shall add more 
Dioceses and Missionary Districts to this group year by year. 


A major change in the Circulation Department began in late 
1965, when the magazine began planning for its switch-over to 
electronic data-processing for subscription-service. The system 
change-over in the highly complicated process started with the May 
issue and still is not perfected. It was instituted of necessity, to 
comply with the new Post-Office regulations regarding ZIP codes 
and pre-sorting of volume-mail. The magazine uses an outside serv- 
ice and was able to reduce the number of clerical employees in 
its fulfillment department. The extra one-time conversion-costs for 
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the system have been absorbed within the magazine’s operations for 
1966 and 1967. 


ADVERTISING 


This triennium has been the best thus far for the Church’s na- 
tional monthly in terms of advertising use and income. In both 1965 
and 1966, net advertising revenues exceeded the previous high of 
$90,908.00 achieved in 1964. The 1965 total of $111,423.00 set a 
new record. The 1966 total of $95,143.00 reflected, in part, in- 
creased agency-commissions and the loss of two major accounts, one 
of which—a retirement residence—had sold out its available space, 
helped by advertising in THE EPISCOPALIAN. 

In 1965 THE EPISCOPALIAN joined with eight other religious 
publications—Catholic Digest, Christian Herald, The Lutheran, The 
Lutheran Witness, National Jewish Monthly, Presbyterian Life, Pres- 
byterian Survey, and Together, in forming the Interfaith Group, with 
a combined, unduplicated, circulation of more than 3,500,000, for 
the purpose of interesting national advertisers in the religious field. 
Results have been slow but encouraging, with the first large ac- 
count—six four-color pages from the Long Lines Department of 
The American Telephone and Telegraph Company—being placed 
in THE EPISCOPALIAN this year. With this and other new accounts 
we expect 1967 to be as good as 1966 in terms of advertising. 


FINANCES 


THE EPISCOPALIAN produced 1,835,000 copies in 1965, at a total 
cost of $564,309.00. Of this amount, $434,799.00 was earned in- 
come (circulation sales, $323,376.00, and net advertising sales, 
$111,423.00). The remainder was provided by a grant authorized 
by the General Convention of 1964. Because of careful circulation 
procedures and increased advertising revenue, the magazine was 
able to finish the year with an operating balance, which was all 
applied to the outstanding capital debt incurred in inaugurating the 
magazine in 1960-61. Unit cost per copy was 30.9¢, with 22.5¢ 
from income and 8.4¢ from the Convention grant. 

In 1966, the magazine produced 1,878,868 copies, at a cost of 
$552,241.00. The cost was borne by circulation income of $315,- 
390.00 and advertising revenue of $95,143.00, with the remainder 
paid from a grant authorized by the General Convention. Unit cost 
per copy was 29.5¢, with 21.4¢ from revenues and 8.1¢ from the 
Convention grant. The Board expects to complete the current trien- 
nium within the limits of the magazine’s revenues and the General 


Convention grant. 
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Operations of the Corporation for 1965 and 1966 have been 
audited by J. K. Lasser and Company and found satisfactory. Com- 
plete audit reports for these years have been filed with the Secretary 
of the General Convention, as required. 


BACKGROUND 


Creation of THE EPISCOPALIAN magazine was authorized by the 
General Convention of 1958, which asked the Presiding Bishop to 
appoint a Church Magazine Advisory Board “to study, design, pilot 
test, and appraise” a proposed national periodical to serve the laity 
of the Episcopal Church. An Advisory Board of nine, under the 
chairmanship of Mr. Robert E. Kenyon, Jr., executive vice-president 
of the Magazine Publishers’ Association, was appointed in 1959. 
In April of 1960, THE EPISCOPALIAN began publication with a 
mailing list of 36,400 names from its predecessor, Forth. 

After an experimental period of a year and a half under the 
Church Magazine Advisory Board, the General Convention of 1961 
authorized the formation of a non-profit membership corporation to 
publish THE EPISCOPALIAN magazine. This was done in 1961, in 
the State of New York. Membership in the Corporation and on its 
Board of Directors is subject to the approval of the Presiding Bishop 
and the General Convention. The Directors are charged with the 
duty of reporting direct to the General Convention. 

During the current triennium, with the approval of the Presiding 
Bishop, and in accordance with the by-laws of the Corporation and 
a Resolution of the General Convention of 1964, the Members and 
Directors of “The Episcopalian, Inc.” elected three new Members 
and Directors to help discharge the increasingly complex duties of 
those offices. 

The three new Members and Directors are the Rt. Rev. Arthur 
Lichtenberger, effective January 1, 1965; Kennett W. Hinks, elected 
April 18, 1966; and William G. Moore, elected April 17, 1967. 

Bishop Lichtenberger, as Presiding Bishop and ex officio member 
of the Board of Directors, had been constantly in touch with the 
operations of the Corporation and the editing of its magazine. The 
Members and Directors were anxious to have the benefit of his con- 
tinuing advice upon his retirement as Presiding Bishop and were 
delighted when he agreed to become a Member and Director. 

Mr. Hinks, a Churchman and, before his retirement, a director 
of J. Walter Thompson Company, has had many years of experience 
in the field of communications. 

Mr. Moore has had many years of experience in the advertising 
business and is now Director of the Executive Council’s Department 
of Communication. 
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After becoming Presiding Bishop, the Rt. Rev. John E. Hines 
became an ex officio member of the Board on January 26, 1965. 


LOOKING AHEAD 


The Board wishes to thank all the Bishops, diocesan representa- 
tives, priests, vestries, mission committees, and individual lay per- 
sons who have worked so faithfully and enthusiastically this past 
triennium to increase the use of THE EPISCOPALIAN. 

The Board is acutely aware that THE EPISCOPALIAN, although 
a national magazine with the largest circulation in the Church’s his- 
tory, is still reaching only a fraction of Church families. The obvious 
solution to this problem is to follow the lead of the parish bulletins 
and most of the diocesan publications and send THE EPISCOPALIAN 
to every family. This would cost approximately $900,000.00 an- 
nually, or about a dollar a year per communicant-family. In view of 
the many major decisions facing the Church this year, we feel that 
this may not be a realistic alternative at this time. We do feel that 
the controlled-circulation idea, now being used increasingly in the 
Dioceses and in the secular field, is worthy of study as the long-range 
answer to the establishment of an integrated, basic, communications 
system for the whole Church. 

Our experience in publishing THE EPISCOPALIAN for seven years 
has shown that communication with the whole Church can be ac- 
complished and that much interesting and useful material has been 
produced. Our efforts demonstrate that communication of this kind 
is an important service in the Church’s life. We seek now to expand 
the experience, so that increasing numbers of Church people will be 
benefited by the flow of information. 


Respectfully submitted, 


The Board of Directors, Robert E. Kenyon, Jr. 
“The Episcopalian, Inc.” President 
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RESOLUTIONS 


1. Resolved, the House of ______ concurring, That the General 
Convention commend the use of THE EPISCOPALIAN, through the 
Parish-Every-Family-Plan, to each parish and mission of this 
Church, and urge parish vestries and mission committees to take 
action to make this continuing means of adult education available 
to each family in the Church. 

2. Resolved, the House of _______. concurring, That the elec- 
tions of Kennett W. Hinks, Arthur Lichtenberger, and William G. 
Moore, as Members and Directors of ““The Episcopalian, Inc.”’, are 
hereby approved, and that they be, and are hereby, retroactively 
appointed and confirmed as such Members and Directors as from 
the dates of their respective elections. 


3. Resolved, the House of _______ concurring, That the present 

Members and Directors of “The Episcopalian, Inc.”, namely, 
Joseph E. Boyle William S. Lea 
William McK. Chapman John H. Leach 
Margaret Cousins Arthur Lichtenberger 
Hugh Curtis Samuel W. Meek 
L. Philip Ewald William G. Moore 
Arthur Z. Gray Eliott Odell 
Kennett W. Hinks Thomas J. Patterson 
Howard Hoover John W. Reinhardt 
Robert E. Kenyon, Jr. Samuel Welles 


be, and they are hereby, appointed and confirmed to hold office until 
the next succeeding General Convention and until their respective 
successors are appointed, confirmed, and qualified, as provided by 
the by-laws of the Corporation. 


4. Resolved, the House of _______ concurring, That the amounts 
to be budgeted by the General Convention for each year of the 
triennium 1968-1970 for the use of “The Episcopalian, Inc.”, in 
defraying costs and expenses in editing, publishing, and distributing 
the magazine THE EPISCOPALIAN be, and the same are hereby, fixed 
at $170,000.00 in the first year, $165,000.00 in.the second year, 
and $160,000.00 in the third year, payable to said Corporation as 
the latter may from time to time request; said amounts so budgeted 
being hereby allocated and granted specially, without diminution by 
the Executive Council, unto said Corporation for its use as aforesaid. 

5. Resolved, the House of _______ concurring, That the acts of 
the Directors and Members of “The Episcopalian, Inc.”, during the 
preceding triennium, as reported to this General Convention, be, 
and they are hereby, ratified and confirmed. 
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REPORT OF THE JOINT COMMISSION 
ON EVANGELISM 


1. REVIEW: 1958-1964 
Miami Beach 


At the 59th General Convention, held in 1958, at Miami Beach, 
Florida, a Joint Commission on Evangelism was created “to study 
the field of Evangelism and to make recommendation as to the ways 
and means of making the evangelistic effort of this Church more 
effective.” 


Detroit 


At the 60th General Convention in Detroit, Michigan, in 1961, 
certain recommendations, designed to make the evangelistic effort 
of the Church more effective, were made. The recommendations, 
as contained in the Report of the Joint Commission on Evangelism 
to the Convention, were not adopted by the General Convention. 
In their place, the following Resolution was adopted: 


e That the National Council be instructed by this General Convention 
to make Evangelism an integral part of all of its work in every Depart- 
ment; 

e That the National Council be instructed to designate or appoint a 
qualified person whose title and office delineates him as specifically 
responsible 

(1) For meeting the aforementioned needs, and 

(2) For constantly reminding this Church, all of its units and indi- 
viduals, that Evangelism is central to the mission of the Church 
and to our response to our Lord; 

e That the National Council report to the next General Convention 
the nature and results of its efforts. 


St. Louis 


At the 61st General Convention, held in 1964, in St. Louis, the 
Joint Commission on Evangelism submitted two major recommen- 
dations and gave a statement of job-responsibilities for the “to-be- 
appointed” General Secretary for Evangelism, as follows: 


I. Since we have been charged with the task of making “recommenda- 
tions as to the ways and means of making the evangelistic effort of this 
Church more effective”, we strongly recommend that a full-time General 
Secretary for Evangelism, within the structure of the National Council, 
be appointed, whose tasks might be generally described as follows: 
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A. To promote, encourage, and correlate, evangelistic efforts 
through the Departments and General Divisions of the National 
Council. ee oat a : 

. To assist Dioceses and Missionary Districts with their programs 
of evangelism. LA, 

. To serve as a co-ordinator of various evangelistic efforts. 

. To have literature on evangelism available, together with out- 
lines and procedures of successful evangelistic efforts. : 

. To prepare a list of clergymen and laymen who are especially 
adept and trained for various evangelistic efforts, and to assist 
in the training of others. ; 

F. To represent this Church at various inter-Church meetings and 
conferences on evangelism, and to be the liaison with other 
Christian bodies in matters relating to evangelism. 

IJ. We recommend the continuance of a Joint Commission on Evan- 
gelism for the next triennium, to serve the General Secretary for 
Evangelism in an advisory capacity. 

In view of the prior action of the Convention, in adopting a 
General Church Program which did not include a specific appro- 
priation for Evangelism, the funds originally requested from the 
General Church Program for Evangelism were not available. There- 
fore, the adopted Resolutions with regard to the creation of the 
office of General Secretary for Evangelism was not carried out 
during the triennium. 


om OO w 


2. WORK DONE DURING THE TRIENNIUM 


At the 61st General Convention in 1964 at St. Louis, the Joint 
Commission on Evangelism was continued for another three years 
with a budget of $6,000.00 and an additional amount of $1,500.00 
from non-allocated funds. The Commission has made a further study 
of the evangelistic effort of this Church and submits its findings for 
the 62nd General Convention. 


Membership and Organization 


The Joint Commission on Evangelism was appointed, and organ- 

ized by choosing the officers indicated: 

Rt. Rev. Robert R. Brown—Chairman 

Rt. Rev. Clarence R. Haden, Jr.—Vice-Chrm. 

Rt. Rev. M. George Henry 

Very Rev. John C. van Dyk of Oklahoma—Secretary-Treas. 

Rev. Donald H. Lyons of Massachusetts 

Rev. William W. Lumpkin of upper South Carolina 

James T. McKinstry of Delaware 

Andrew Burnet Stoney of Western North Carolina 

T. Deal Reese of Texas 
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The Joint Commission, which has held four full meetings and 
four executive meetings, herewith submits its Report to the 1967 
General Convention concerning the way it has carried out its in- 
structions, together with certain recommendations. It is indebted to 
the Rev. R. J. Elliott of St. Paul’s Church, Marion, Ohio, for the 
use of his “Survey on Evangelism of the Episcopal Church’ which 
was completed in June, 1966. As a continuation and augmentation 
of the survey made by the Joint Commission during the 1961-1964 
triennium, the Elliott Survey served to verify the position of the 
Joint Commission. 


We quote from the Elliott paper: 


There are a number of people and parishes who are actively engaged 
in some form of evangelism. Such parishes remain isolated from each 
other and there is rarely any opportunity for an interchange of ideas and 
cross fertilization such encounters might bring. Much of the apathy and 
discouragement present in our evangelism stems from isolation that leads 
to despair. Such discouragement could be alleviated if there were some 
central source of information as to what is being done, or what people 
are interested and active in this area of the Church’s life. Such a source 
should have material available to assist those interested in programs of 
evangelism, or cite where such material is available. 


Report to the House of Bishops 


At the September, 1965, meeting of the House of Bishops, the 
Commission presented a report that originated with a Conference 
on Evangelism held by the Fourth Province in 1959, revised and 
up-dated. As this was a report of considerable length, it is impos- 
sible to reprint it in full; but, in summary, it dealt with the crisis now 
confronting the Church, that is brought about by population shifts, 
civil-rights movements, cultural shifts, and the general crisis-atmos- 
phere. God has a message of help here and now. Group discussions 
on what Evangelism is were reported, resting on the divine com- 
mand, “Go ye therefore—”. 


The Church must come to a realization that it has a product for 
the world, something of infinite value; and, therefore, a great deal 
can be learned from ordinary business, as it spends time, effort, and 
money in the study of marketing products. The leading of society 
back to sanity and sanctity is the greatest endeavor in which men 
may engage. Every modern industry, when attempting to market a 
product, does so through production-knowledge conferences, which 
conferences seek to answer questions of approach. They dare to 
make objective study of what is right and what is wrong. 
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The Bishops who are members of the Joint Commission on 
Evangelism spoke at the meeting of the House of Bishops in 
Montana on the theology of evangelism, the methods of evangelism, 
and, in summary, Bishop Brown stated the following plans: 


1. To prepare brochures for popular usage; one of them to be 
directed to the unchurched, in the hope of catching the non-Christian’s 
eye; the other to be addressed to Episcopal lay people and written to 
stir their personal sense of responsibility concerning evangelism. 

2. To bring up to date a study made on evangelism in the Fourth 
Province of the Church and to distribute it. 

3. To see the responsibility to evangelize as being at the very core of 
Mutual Responsibility and Inter-dependence in the Body of Christ and 
to seek to approach and converse with the Mutual Responsibility Com- 
mission. 

4. To choose three Dioceses (one a Missionary District, one a metro- 
politan Diocese, and one a fast-growing Diocese), as Pilot-Dioceses and 
to ask for their help in working out a program of evangelism, experi- 
menting with it, and reporting, so that the rest of the Church may benefit. 


The Joint Commission on Evangelism then asked the co-operation 
of the Bishops of the Church on five points, as follows: 


1. Because we do not know the answer to all the complexities of the 
subject and do not have any pat programs for pushing it out as a for- 
ward movement of the Church, we would be grateful if each Bishop 
would give leadership in his own Diocese to the formation of experi- 
mental programs, and then share his findings, his successes and his 
failures, with this Commission. 


2. It would be extremely helpful to us, and, we trust, to you, if you 
would establish, by whatever necessary means, a department, or a divi- 
sion under a department, on evangelism, and charge it with the specific 
responsibility of collecting names of specially talented clergy in this 
field; of sharing any materials it may publish with our Commission; and 
of formulating its own theology and techniques for the conduct of Mis- 
sions, Inquirers’ Classes, and person-to-person evangelism. If there is 
already a department or division of evangelism in your particular 
Diocese, it is hoped that it will be given these same responsibilities. 


3. We would ask for an increased leadership from our Bishops to 
their clergy, a great number of whom, if our surveys mean anything, 
feel inadequate and unprepared to deal with this subject. And, in this 
same connection, we would ask that any Bishops serving on a theologi- 
cal seminary Board would use their leadership to establish special lec- 
tures, seminars, or even a semester course on the theology and technique 
of evangelism. 


4. We would be grateful if the Bishops of our Church would select 
one or more parishes or missions in their Diocese to serve as pilot con- 
gregations for evangelism and we would ask that these congregations be 
given every assistance in the formulation of their programs, and again 
we would request them to channel their findings to the Joint Com- 
mission. 


EVANGELISM Appendix 11.5 


5. We invite all of the Bishops of our Church and the people of their 
Dioceses to join us in regular prayer, in the home, the parish, and at 
diocesan meetings, for the guidance and blessings of Almighty God as 
together we assume an even greater responsibility for this vitally impor- 
tant subject. 


The summary of this Report to the House of Bishops was dis- 
tributed throughout the Church with the help of the mailing depart- 
ment of the Executive Council. 


Pilot Dioceses 


The Joint Commission on Evangelism, meeting with the Presiding 
Bishop in the Summer of 1965, made plans for the selection of three 
Dioceses to serve as areas for evaluation where pilot work in evange- 
lism was in process. These were the Missionary District of Wyoming 
and the Dioceses of Massachusetts and South Florida. Implementa- 
tion of the plan was turned over to a member of the Commission, 
the Rev. William W. Lumpkin, who initiated correspondence and 
cross-reference with the three areas. After some considerable ex- 
change of information, the Rev. Dr. Lumpkin assembled repre- 
sentatives from the “pilot plan” Dioceses for a meeting in Rock 
Hill, South Carolina, November 21-22, 1966. A summary report of 
the work in these Pilot Dioceses is as follows: 


Diocese of Massachusetts 


Through a massive organized effort called the “Diocesan Venture 
in Faith”, this Diocese reached about 18,000 lay persons, and pro- 
vided a notable shake-up in the discussions concerning personal 
understanding of the Christian Faith. The next step will be to at- 
tempt to carry the process further in a number of ways, one of which 
will be personal evangelism. 


Diocese of South Florida 


This Diocese has an enthusiastic, well-organized, Division of 
Evangelism, well above the average level, which pours out available 
information in writing, film-strips, and movies, to the whole Diocese. 
As a model among Divisions on Evangelism, South Florida has 
much to offer. 


Missionary District of Wyoming 


Wyoming has produced an unusual and original project entitled, 
“Horizon 65”, designed to reach the sophisticated person, or intel- 
lectual, who comes to Wyoming for recreation, vacation, or perma- 


11.6 Appendix EVANGELISM 


nent residence. Group-work in personal religion, or “sensitivity 
training,” is producing results in several congregations and the com- 
munities around them with subsequent effort in personal evangelism. 


Publications 


Two pamphlets, written for the Joint Commission on Evangelism 
and published by the Forward Movement, were produced and are 
available. One pamphlet was written by Bishop Brown of Arkansas 
and is entitled, /sn’t it Hell; the other was written by Bishop Stephen 
Neill and is entitled, Basic Evangelism. 

Careful plans were made for the selection of trainer-teams, con- 
sisting of one Bishop, one Priest, and one Layman to co-ordinate 
attitudes and objectives, and for the training of these teams on a 
provincial level. 

Individual letters were sent to the Deans of all Episcopal semi- 
naries to obtain their views on the feasibility and value of a series 
of five one-hour lectures, to be given to the members of the senior 
classes during their last semester at the seminary; to find out if 
approval by the Joint Commission of the lecturers would be suffi- 
cient credentials to accept them for the series; and to inquire what 
funds would be necessary for the establishment of an annual lecture 
series. Replies were received from all but one seminary. 

Articles were written in the Church periodicals on Evangelism, to 
draw attention to the available pamphlets mentioned in this Report. 
A study is in progress in South Florida on the distribution of the 
pamphlets. 


3. RESOLUTIONS 


As a result of its work during the past triennium, the Joint Com- 
mission on Evangelism submits the following Resolutions: 


Preamble 


Whereas, For nine years, and for the third successive General 
Convention, the Joint Commission on Evangelism has been charged 
to study the field of Evangelism and to offer recommendations about 
ways and means of making the evangelistic effort of this Church 
more effective; and 


Whereas, The Joint Commission has also been charged with the 
task of encouraging and correlating the evangelistic efforts of this 
Church and with evaluating the separate Dioceses and Missionary 
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Districts in respect of their programs of evangelism, and with assist- 
ing the said Dioceses and Missionary Districts with their programs 
of evangelism; and 


Whereas, The Joint Commission has found itself incapable of pur- 
suing this weighty work on the scale it truly requires and with the 
effectiveness so desperately necessary, and has notified past General 
Conventions of this fact; and 


Whereas, The 61st General Convention of this Church approved 
the recommendations of the Joint Commission calling for a General 
Secretary for Evangelism and instructed the Executive Council of 
this Church to implement the same; and 


Whereas, For whatever reason, the action of the 61st General 
Convention was not implemented by the Executive Council; now, 
therefore, be it resolved as follows: 


General Secretary 


1. Resolved, the House of _________ concurring, That a Gen- 
eral Secretary for Evangelism be appointed, to organize and follow 
through on all matters pertaining to Evangelism in this Church. 


Budget for Office of Secretary 


2. Resolved, the House of __________ concurring, That sufficient 
secretarial help, travel, various expenses and pensions, be provided 
in the General Church Program for the establishment of the office, 
as follows: 


(a) $36,000.00 for stipend and housing 

(b) 9,000.00 for travel 

(c) 15,000.00 for secretarial help 

(d) 15,000.00 for office expenses 

(e) 5,400.00 for pensions 
all sums representing estimates for the triennium 1968-1970, and 
totalling $80,400.00. 


National Advisory Council 


3. Resolved, the House of ________ concurring, That a Na- 
tional Administrative Advisory Council, consisting of two Bishops, 
two Presbyters, and four Laymen be established to replace the 
present Joint Commission, and that the Advisory Council be 
charged with the responsibility of co-operating with the General 
Secretary and acting as his council of advice. 
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Expenses of Council 


4. Resolved, the House of __-______ concurring, That the sum 
of $6,000.00 be allocated from the budget of the General Conven- 
tion for the expenses, travel, and meetings of the said Advisory 
Council. 


Discharge of Commission 


5. Resolved, the House of _______concurring, That the Joint 
Commission on Evangelism be discharged. 


4. FINANCIAL REPORT 


Receipts 
Appropriation by the General Convention $6,000.00 
Additional for extra & special meetings ... 1,500.00 
$7,500.00 
Disbursements 
Expenses incurred for meetings, including 
travel, hotel, meals, etc., for members 
of the Joint ‘Commission: 4 .<Sa wi 1h $4,944.05 
# Wel Foye aey s AMET Sone Sennen a Dead A arin iy Sahn ca 33.89 
SUPDUES. wid. cess tecets-heree:, deine ead > Alta ee 304.87 
Postage:& freight viziiiisies a) to) seas 46.47 
LADOE Reis eg, Mee ae ee eee 38.00 
Machine Rental... »... Sua Beene 25.00 
Honorarium—Bishop Neill ............ 100.00 
Total Expenditures to date aes ee eee 5,492.28 
Cash-on band'as-‘of March 23, 1967-> 7... + es yee $2,007.72 


Respectfully submitted, 


ROBERT R. BROWN 
CLARENCE R. HADEN, JR. 
M. GEORGE HENRY 

JOHN C. VAN Dyk 
DONALD H. Lyons 
WILLIAM W. LUMPKIN 
JAMES T. McKINSTRY 
ANDREW BURNET STONEY 
T. DEAL REESE 


ARMED FORCES Appendix 12.1 


APPENDIX 12 


REPORT OF THE 
SUFFRAGAN BISHOP FOR THE ARMED FORCES 


When the General Convention of 1964 elected a Bishop for 
the Armed Forces, the mission of the Office remained primarily 
the same as that of the former Armed Forces Division; namely, to 
recruit, screen, and endorse clergymen for the military chaplaincy 
and the Chaplain Service of the Veterans Administration. The 
secondary function was that of equipping the chaplains with tools 
for their work and making available certain items for all Episcopal 
military personnel. 


The build-up of our military forces was just beginning. With 
this build-up have come necessary changes of policy and emphases. 


Today, this Church has 129 chaplains on active duty with the 
Military and 11 full-time chaplains with the Veterans Adminis- 
tration. Because of normal attrition and the quota system we stay 
at about the same level numerically. Our major concern is that we 
have a sufficient number of reservists available for active duty in 
the coming years, because there is nothing on the horizon at the 
moment that gives promise of a smaller military force in the 
foreseeable future. 


The Office of the Bishop for the Armed Forces has deliberately 
tightened the screening process of candidates for the chaplaincy. 
Although this often causes misunderstanding and disappointment, 
the results are proving to be beneficial both for the Church and 
for the Military. 


To offset the sense of isolation so prevalent among chaplains, 
we are making a real effort to have more involvement by parishes 
and Dioceses in our ministry to the Armed Forces. Through the 
Diocesan Armed Forces Chairmen we make available to local 
congregations Armed Forces Prayer Books and Church Service 
Crosses, hoping that these will be distributed on the local level. 
We urge regular prayers in public worship for those in military 
service. We would hope that a congregation giving a clergyman 
to the chaplaincy will keep in touch with him, even supporting 
him with supplies. We are asking Diocesan Altar Guilds to supply 
their respective chaplains with their needs in this area and to 
maintain communication. The manner in which Dioceses are giv- 
ing a welcome to chaplains assigned within their boundaries is 
encouraging. We are most grateful to those Diocesans, in many 
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parts of the world, who have given leadership and support to our 
chaplains and laymen in the Military. 


One policy that has caused some misunderstanding is the phas- 
ing-out of financial support to Dioceses for what used to be called 
“ministry to Armed Forces Personnel”. Over and above financial 
considerations and the ‘recently recommended policy regarding 
grants, there is our desire for more involvement in this ministry 
by local congregations. Military personnel do not want to be 
treated as a group apart. They expect and are expected to con- 
tribute their share of the financial program of the local church. 
Also, a neighboring military installation plays a large part in the 
economic position of the community. This carries with it respon- 
sibility as well as income. A word of warning is necessary: We 
urge careful thought before a new mission is organized near a 
military installation if it is to depend, primarily, on the financial 
support of military personnel. Transiency can create many 
problems. 


Although military family groups will usually become active, to 
a greater or lesser degree, in local congregations, we do not desire, 
under any circumstances, to abdicate our witness on military 
installations themselves, where that is at all possible. Our major 
concern is for the single enlisted man and it is seldom that he will 
seek out a local church. This involves co-operation between the 
local church and the military command. 


Of great significance is the production of our new Armed 
Forces Prayer Book. Testimonials from all over the world, from 
Episcopalians and non-Episcopalians alike, testify to the effective- 
ness of this attempt to bring the Church closer to the person in 
uniform. It is another witness to the spirit of ecumenism that exists 
in the military to a degree unparalleled in other segments of our 
society. 


After months of study, and working in close relationship with 
the Church Pension Fund, we will revise our pension policy effec- 
tive January 1, 1968. This will not affect those chaplains on active 
duty prior to that date. Our new policy will be based upon (a) the 
paying of pension assessments for active-duty chaplains on the 
basis of the average yearly income of clergy of this Church, and 
(b) a “one-pension” policy for the years on active duty, Church 
or Military. 


In conclusion, may I express a word of personal thanks to the 
Church for the privilege that is mine of working closely with our 
military personnel. This is done primarily by personal contacts, 
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made possible by almost constant travel. It is a joy to see our 
young American men responding with loyalty to a sense of mis- 
sion; accepting a life of discipline and admitting its values; learning 
what teamwork and interdependence mean in life. 


It is a rare privilege to come to know our military leaders, to 
see the talents, dedication to duty, and loyalty to country that they 
bring to their profession. Many, many, of these leaders are con- 
secrated and practising Christians, of whom no small number are 
active and concerned Churchmen. 


And it is a thrilling experience to work with military chaplains, 
our own and all others. These men are serving, actually, “where 
the action is”. They are representing their God out in the world, 
often where the going is rough and where a dedicated life is apt 
to say more than words. To an ever increasing segment of our 
American life, these men are the Church — unselfish, concerned, 
mature, dedicated to a cause. They need and warrant our full 
support. 


ARNOLD M. LEwiIs 
21 September 1967 
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APPENDIX 13 
EXECUTIVE COUNCIL 
REPORT OF THE TREASURER 
1964—1967 

As Treasurer of the Domestic and Foreign Missionary Society of 
the Protestant Episcopal Church in the U.S.A., it is my duty to 
report to you on the stewardship of the funds under the control 
of the Executive Council. The Annual Reports of the Council and 
the yearly reports of the auditors have been published and distrib- 
uted for each of the three years since my last report. 

The Executive Council continues to be in a sound financial condi- 
tion. The assets have increased approximately two-million dollars, 
due mostly to additional trust funds. 

Each year, the budget has been balanced, and any surplus applied 
to the budget of the following year, in accordance with action of the 
General Convention. This policy has tended to inflate the budget, so 
that when smaller lapsed balances occur, the budget will have to be 
more drastically trimmed. 

Many additional funds have been added to the Trust Funds port- 
folio. There are now seven-hundred-and-sixty-one funds, with a 
market value of over thirty-eight million dollars. During the year 
1966, the Committee on Trust Funds decided to employ an invest- 
ment-counsel, in order that the investments could be continually 
studied and evaluated. The Bank of New York was appointed Invest- 
ment Counsel in September 1966. The portfolio has benefited greatly 
from its advice. 

Many of the special offerings have continued to grow, although 
two in particular have declined. 

The Church School Missionary Offering in 1964 amounted to 
$374,000.00, but in 1966 was only $294,000.00. This offering 
continues to decline as contributions are diverted to other projects 
outside the published and official designations. 

The Church and Race Fund for the year 1965 received contribu- 
tions of more than $84,000.00, but declined in 1966 to $59,000.00. 
The controversial issues which revolve around this fund have se- 
verely limited the contributions. 

The Birthday Thank Offering has been discontinued entirely. 
However, many Dioceses continue this offering and set up their own 
objectives. 

The Good Friday Offering has continued to maintain contribu- 
tions amounting to nearly $100,000.00 each year. These funds are 
used in the Near East and for the Russian Theological Seminary in 
Paris. A special committee authorizes the expenditures from this 
fund. 


= 
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Contributions to the Presiding Bishop’s Fund for World Relief 
reached a peak of $433,000.00 in 1964 when there were more dis- 
asters to which generous contributions were made. During the fol- 
lowing two years, the Fund received well over $300,000.00 each 
year, and, together with the budget appropriation, was able to meet 
the programmed needs as they arose. 

The Mutual Responsibility Offering was officially begun in 1964, 
when $43,600.00 was received. Given new importance by the last 
General Convention, the contributions for the following year 
amounted to $610,660.00, and last year amounted to $853,231.00. 
With the special projects set up by the Anglican Officer and his 
committee and the emphasis on Companion Dioceses, this offering 
should continue to grow during the triennium. 

The United Thank Offering is the largest offering taken in by the 
Executive Council. This has continued to grow, and during the last 
triennium amounted to more than $4,900,000.00. These funds are 
invested as received, and the total interest credited to this offering for 
the triennium amounted to $496,458.00. 

There are other funds which are of particular interest to members 
of our Church. 

The General Loan Fund was set up by the Council in 1960 by 
consolidating various loan funds then in existence. The original 
amount was $1,500,000.00, representing funds received from the 
Reconstruction and Advance Fund designated for China. Additions 
and special allocations (such as to the South East Asia Loan Fund 
and grants to the Chinese of the Dispersion) have been made, and 
the Fund now amounts to $2,139,984.00. This Fund has revolved 
more than three times, and the total loans made to date amount 
to $6,754,308.00. 

The United Thank Offering Loan Fund was established in 1958 
and now amounts to $810,000.00 ($200,000.00 was added in 
1967). This Fund made loans amounting to $915,805.00. 

Both of the above Funds are administered by the Allocations 
Committee of the Executive Council. 

A new Fund, established in 1965, is called the Residential Loan 
Fund. It was established by the Executive Council in order to lend 
money to employees of the Council for the sole purpose of purchas- 
ing homes. No loan can be in excess of $5,000.00 and each is repaid 
on the employee’s resignation from the Council or the sale of the 
house. Since its inception, sixteen loans have been made out of this 
Fund, which amounts to $80,000.00. 

The Reserve Funds of the Council are still insufficient to protect 
the annual budget in case of an emergency or disaster. A Fund in the 
total amount of $1,500,000,00 has been established—and there are 
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various other trust funds from which the Council may borrow to 
cover deficits. 

The Episcopal Church Center is in excellent condition. The 
mortgage in four years has been reduced from $2,800,000.00 to 
$1,165,000.00 and in another three years should be completely 
paid off. 

We are very proud of the excellent treasurers we have in our 
foreign fields. Many of these are nationals of the country in which 
they serve and from time to time, as our present treasurers resign 
or retire, we are able to replace them with indigenous men or 
women. Complete reports are received monthly, and every cent spent 
in our overseas Missionary Districts is meticulously accounted for. 

Under the guidance of Mr. Matthew Costigan, Assistant Treas- 
urer, the Finance Department has continued the process of setting 
up standard accounting-procedures in Dioceses and Missionary Dis- 
tricts. We have now serviced fifty jurisdictions and look forward to 
being able so to serve every Diocese and District in the United 
States. The Committee on the State of the Church has endorsed 
these efforts, and requests that all Dioceses and Districts take advan- 
tage of this service of the Executive Council. By standardizing the 
accounts, better reporting can be obtained and more realistic sta- 
tistics furnished to the Church. 

By action of the Executive Council, a new process of budget- 
planning has been established. Instead of each Department submit- 
ting its own asking, the budget is prepared under seven objectives. 
A new Council structure will be proposed in order to co-ordinate 
the work and carry out the program more efficiently. 

The stewardship of funds entrusted to the Executive Council is 
the responsibility of the Treasurer. All expenditures are carefully 
evaluated and full accountings are received for every dollar spent. 
All accounts are audited by an outside auditor and a statement is 
published each year. 

LINDLEY M. FRANKLIN, JR., Treasurer 
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SALARIES OF OFFICERS OF THE EXECUTIVE COUNCIL 
As of September 1, 1967 


GENERAL OFFICERS 
The Rt. Rev. John E. Hines, Presiding Bishop and 


President 
*The Rt. Rev. Stephen F. Bayne, Jr., Vice-President. . $18,500.00 
Mr. Warren H. Turner, Jr., Vice-President ........ 20,600.00 
**Dr, Lindley M. Franklin, Jr., Treasurer .......... 20,000.00 
The Rev. Canon Charles M. Guilbert, Secretary .... 14,000.00 


* Also Director of Overseas Department 
** Also Director of Finance Department 


OVERSEAS DEPARTMENT 


The Rt. Rev. Stephen F. Bayne, Jr., Director (See 

General Officers) 
Mr. Paul A. Tate, Associate Director ............ 13,500.00 
The Rev. Thomas W. Gibbs, Program Co-ordinator .. 10,000.00 
The Rev. Joseph G. Moore, Representative in Prov- 

VICE EG asec. Kreme duads. eaventiierabdiad 10,000.00 
The Rev. George Lee, Director, Pacific Urban Project 10,200.00 


DIVISION OF PERSONNEL 


The Rev. Donald E. Bitsberger, Executive Secretary.. 11,700.00 
The Rev. Laurence W. Walton, Associate Secretary .. 9,600.00 
The Rev. J. Seymour Flinn, Associate Secretary .... 9,240.00 


DIVISION OF SPECIAL PROJECTS AND PROGRAMS 


The Rev. Samuel Van Culin, Executive Secretary . . .$10,400.00 
The Rev. William C. Heffner, Associate Secretary ... 9,600.00 
Miss; Peggy ‘Chisholm, -Consuliant yak. 8 tie. 4,800.00 


DIVISION OF OVERSEAS EXCHANGE VISITORS 
The Rev. Claude L. Pickens, Executive Secretary ... 10,500.00 


HOME DEPARTMENT 


The Rt. Rev. Daniel Corrigan, Director .......... 15,000.00 

The Rey. Philip T. Zabriskie, Associate Director .... 12,500.00 
*Mr. Marvin C. Josephson, Director, American Church 

fnstitute- 22. 3 SRO ee Oe RA A. 5,750.00 


* salary 
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DIVISION OF DOMESTIC MISSION 


Urban Group 
The Rev. G. H. Jack Woodard, Jr., Co-ordinator ... 12,250.00 
The Rev. John F. Stevens, Associate Co-ordinator .. 11,500.00 
Mr. D. Barry Menuez, Associate Secretary, Evalua- 


WO Gaae Baie LY ee CIO Nereis A diene) | 11,500.00 
The Rev. Charles R. Wilson, Associate Secretary, 
EOIN NG ee eter om vue ak ee it tom cei ce 10,750.00 


Special Field Ministries 
The Rev. Clifford L. Samuelson, Executive Officer .. 12,500.00 
The Rev. Tollie L. Caution, Associate Secretary, 


RUG INETIOUIICS) +. eb ee ee ean ees 11,000.00 
The Rev. Herman Page, Associate Secretary, Town 
Bigg OUT yet mer ada a aot ys oo ea ce 3 9,400.00 
*Mr. Marvin C. Josephson, Associate Secretary, Deaf 
PERE MNG Te Ce oe 5,750.00 
* \ salary 


COLLEGE AND UNIVERSITY DIVISION 


The Rev. Daisuke Kitagawa, Executive Secretary ... $12,500.00 
The Rev. Edwin G. Bennett, Associate Secretary, 
COHIDUS VI INISHi eae Aad ee tet Ahs ws 11,000.00 


DIVISION OF CHRISTIAN MINISTRIES 


The Rev. Robert N. Rodenmayer, Executive Secretary 11,750.00 
Mrs. Robert N. Rodenmayer, Associate Secretary 

(liaison with General Division of Women’s Work) .. 10,750.00 
The Rev. W. Francis Allison, Associate Secretary .. 9,200.00 
The Rev. Bennett L. Owens, Co-ordinator, Voluntary 


TGCS CD RO SS TE AEE Et tea eae 10,400.00 
The Rev. Alton H. Stivers, Associate Secretary, Vol- 
PINE WSEFVICE. 1S SP OOM ATR Yo BEG 9,900.00 


DEPARTMENT OF CHRISTIAN EDUCATION 


Mrs. Carman St. John Hunter, Director .......... 14,000.00 
The Rev. Robert C. Martin, Jr., Associate Director .. 13,000.00 


RESEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT 


The Rev. John H. Peatling, Supervisor ........... 11,700.00 
The Rev. Edwin J. Rooney, Co-ordinator (Adult Work 
Pinte AVEO) 0 SS AS ee Le 10,700.00 


7‘ 
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The Rev. F. Reid Isaac, Co-ordinator (Youth Work 


Planning’ Area) Oe ees, Oe Gs ee 10,500.00 
Miss Gladys E. Quist, Co-ordinator (Children’ s Work 
Piganine Area, an Lae ae ens a 10,000.00 


GENERAL FIELD SERVICES AREA 


The Rev. Stanley W. Plattenburg, Administrator .. .$12,400.00 
Miss Edith M. Daly, Associate Secretary (Adult Work) 

(liaison with General Division of Women’s Work) .9,800.00 
The Rev. Richard G. Johns, Associate Secretary 


CAGE WOT) soca cs he he ecg thy Gee ee 10,000.00 
The Rev. Edmund B. Partridge, Associate Secretary 

CAULEY a tay a i ae ea 9,800.00 
The Rev. Richard L. Harbour, Associate Secretary 

COUT VAG nly Se ae ee eee 9,500.00 
Mrs. Ruth G. Cheney, Associate Secretary (Junior 

PRICIER OR GW ais. eek: ie wd, aed Shin es ete ee ne 9,200.00 
Miss Phyllis Towner, Associate Secretary (Children’s 

Work) 2 i ARATE eS ATE. Seeds. .« 9,800.00 
The Rev. Lester W. McManis, Associate Secretary 

(Inner-City ‘Christian Education)”. 0 10,250.00 

TRAINING SERVICES SECTION 

The Rev. George Reynolds, Jr., Administrator ..... 11,100.00 
The Rev. Alfred W. Rollins, Associate Secretary ... 10,300.00 
Mrs. Peggy Morrison, Associate Secretary ......... 10,300.00 
The Rev. John H. Steidl, Associate Secretary ...... 10,700.00 


Mrs. Leonard F. Thornton, Jr., Associate Secretary .. 10,700.00 


PUBLICATIONS AREA 


Mr. Robert Morgan Gilday, Managing Editor ...... 12,500.00 
Miss Deborah L. Vaill, Editor, Kindergarten Materials 9,800.00 
Miss Agnes Hickson, Editor, Primary Materials .... 10,000.00 
Miss Jeanne Sutton, Editor, Junior Materials ...... . 8,750.00 
The Rev. Robert R. Hansel, Editor, Senior High 

WA LETIONS ne 9 Sos 1 cotta 4 ea pee een 10,000.00 


Mrs. Richard L. Harbour, Editor, Youth Materials .. 9,000.00 
The Rev. Smith L. Lain, Editor, CHRISTIAN EDU- 
CATION FINDINGS 


DEPARTMENT OF CHRISTIAN SOCIAL RELATIONS 
Mrs. Muriel Webb, Acting Director ............. $13,850.00 
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The Rev. Arthur E. Walmsley, Acting Associate 
DUPAGE ROS SO AM CREE” REN Oe TR © 13,350.00 
Mrs. Charles S. Monroe, Associate Secretary ...... 10,600.00 


DIVISION OF COMMUNITY SERVICES 
The Rev. Reinhart B. Gutmann, Executive Secretary 12,000.00 
The Rev. Eric Snyder, Associate Secretary (Aging) .. 10,500.00 
Miss Edith S. Baxter, Associate Secretary (Children 


OLN NS ee ee Pe 10,750.00 
Mr. Leon E. Modeste, Associate Secretary (Commu- 

TOT ROCA ON) o's a ee 10,999.00 
The Rev. Charles L. Glenn, Associate Secretary 

(HOV EME VT ORT CID) n..8 sida a bo Ba aoe ws ae es Ae 8,500.00 


DIVISION OF CHRISTIAN CITIZENSHIP 


The Rev. Herschel O. Halbert, Jr., Associate Secre- 

tary (International Affairs and Church-State Rela- 

ee eee Pare ee ON Bolts Sore eae bee AS 11,500.00 
The Rev. Quinland R. Gordon, Associate Secretary. . 10,999.00 
The Rev. Everett W. Francis, Public Affairs Officer .. 11,250.00 


DIVISION OF PASTORAL SERVICES 
The Rev. Kenneth W. Mann, Executive Secretary .. 11,500.00 


DIVISION OF WORLD RELIEF AND INTER-CHURCH AID 


The Rev. Raymond E. Maxwell, Executive Secretary 11,500.00 
Mrs. Paul A. Tate, Associate Secretary ........... 9,600.00 


DEPARTMENT OF COMMUNICATION 


Mri William G: Moore; Director) 2)... 2c, $20,000.00 
Miss Avis E. Harvey, Associate Director .......... 13,400.00 
The Rev. Michael H. Murray, Communication Offi- 

CTA gc. sais PERN WEEN ES BNO Med calgntnd aeeday EL 10,000.00 


Mr. Donald C. Bolles, Co-ordinator, Partnership Plan 14,460.00 
PUBLICATIONS DIVISION 


Mie Rev. W. Herbert’ Scott, Edilon ees pee 10,900.00 
DIVISION OF DIOCESAN SERVICES 
Mr. John C. Cosby, Executive Secretary .......... 10,800.00 


DIVISION OF PUBLIC RELATIONS 
DUC INCIGIIONS OUNCE oe coc nee a ed le 


DIVISION OF RADIO AND TELEVISION 
The Rev. Robert M. G. Libby, Executive Secretary .. 12,000.00 





. 
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DIVISION OF AUDIO-VISUAL MATERIALS 
Mrs. Margaret H. Andersen, Executive Secretary ... 10,450.00 


DEPARTMENT OF FINANCE 


Dr. Lindley M. Franklin, Jr., Director and Treasurer 
(See General Officers ) 


Mr. Matthew Costigan, Assistant Treasurer ........ 14,000.00 
Mr. Arthur F, Greer, Assistant Treasurer ......... 11,000.00 
Mecbitas Saleeby, Controller®.. 7)s).00- 2 faaheees 13,000.00 
Mr. Louis H. Gill, Assistant Controller .......... 11,500.00 


GENERAL DIVISION OF WOMEN’S WORK 


Miss Frances M. Young, Executive Director ...... .$13,625.00 
Miss Olive Mae Mulica, Associate Secretary (Field 
RICE IN ie es akak cron. Vihi Veoh Aa ee ema ee 10,000.00 


Mrs. Howard O. Bingley, Associate Secretary (Supply) 4,750.00 
Mrs. Ernest E. Rucker, Associate Secretary (U.T.O.) 9,000.00 


GENERAL DIVISION OF RESEARCH AND FIELD STUDY 
The Rev. David R. Covell, Acting Executive Director 11,200.00 


UNIT OF FIELD STUDIES 


The Rev. David R. Covell, Executive Secretary (See 

salary above) 
Mr. Maurice H. Heywood, Assistant Secretary ..... 9,600.00 
Mr. Jerry A. Riemer, Assistant Secretary ......... 9,000.00 


UNIT OF STATISTICS 
The Rev. Herbert Barsale, Executive Secretary .... 10,800.00 


OFFICE OF THE PRESIDENT 
Dr<Peter Day, Ecumenical Oificere. sk eae ae 16,000.00 
Mr. Carroll Greene, Assistant Ecumenical Officer... 9,000.00 


OFFICE OF THE SECOND VICE-PRESIDENT 


Miss Irene Barlow, Personnel Officer ............. 17,500.00 
Mr. Vaughan P. Moore, Manager of Administrative 
SEPVICES ORPRIY Pia ena SOLE 6 I A 11,850.00 
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APPENDIX 14 


REPORT OF THE EXECUTIVE COUNCIL 
ON CLERGY-SALARIES 


Contents 
I. Introduction 


II. National Council of Churches Study 
II. Church Pension Fund Information 
IV. Parochial Reports 

V. Conclusions 
VI. Resolutions 


I. INTRODUCTION 


The 61st General Convention referred two Resolutions on the 
subject of Clergy-Salaries and Related Considerations to the Execu- 
tive Council through its General Division of Research and Field 
Study, and requested a report to the next General Convention. 


This action on Resolutions from the Dioceses of Long Island and 
Newark was taken on the recommendation of the Joint Committee on 
Committees and Commissions, after consideration by that Commit- 
tee and by the Committee on The Church Pension Fund. The action 
was taken because of the General Convention’s continuing interest 
in the subject of clergy-salaries. Reports, and requests for more 
information on the subject, have been made at each General Con- 
vention since the 30’s. 


Extensive reports on clergy-salaries were made to the General 
Conventions of 1940 and 1958. The 1940 report discussed clergy- 
salaries from the standpoint of national averages and medians. The 
1958 report gave salary-medians by Dioceses. 


In 1940, with the shadow of the Great Depression over the land, 
there was a report on the placement of clergymen and on clergy 
unemployment. Today, the problems of clergy-placement are again 
coming to the fore. 


In 1958, there was extensive concern because clergy-salaries were 
not keeping up with the rising cost of living. This study will show 
that clergy-salaries are still lagging behind the rising cost of living. 
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Sources 


The present study is based upon three current sources of informa- 
tion. No special studies were made, although such studies may be 
requested in the future. 


The three sources of information for this Report were 


(1) The detailed report on clergy-salaries in 15 denominations, 
issued in 1964 by the National Council of Churches; 


(2) The files of The Church Pension Fund; 


(3) Parochial reports from the congregations of the Episcopal 
Church, now on file at the Episcopal Church Center in New York 
City. 


The scope of the information and the limitations of each source 
will be discussed in the appropriate sections. Suggestions regarding 
interpretation and possible further study will be made throughout. 


The supporting statistical tables are not included with this Report, 
but are available from the Executive Council, through the office of 
the Secretary. 
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Il. NATIONAL COUNCIL OF CHURCHES OF CHRIST 
STUDY 


Scope 


In 1964, the National Council of the Churches of Christ issued 
a detailed report on clergy-salaries of 15 denominations. It was a 
sample study, and a total of 617 clergy from the Protestant Episco- 
pal Church was represented. The group studied made up 11% of 
the total number of the clergymen surveyed and approximately the 
same percentage of active clergymen in the Episcopal Church. 


Analysis 


Some of the differences between the statistics for the Episcopalians 
and for clergymen from other denominations are interesting. The 
median cash-salary was approximately $230.00 higher for the 
Episcopalians; the median housing-values were higher; and the 
median value of utilities provided was slightly higher. 


Additional amounts received in fees and gifts, in the value of dis- 
counts, and the value of goods and services received in kind, were 
also somewhat higher. 


It should be noted, however, that these so-called fringe-benefits 
were not as high as many have thought. The majority of the Episco- 
pal clergymen reporting received approximately $100.00 in fees 
and $100.00 in goods and services in the course of the year. 


Pension contributions for Episcopal clergymen were higher than 
those reported by other denominations, but this was due mainly to 
the non-contributory nature of the Episcopal Church’s pension 
system. 


The National Council survey showed that the average Episcopal 
clergyman loses $530.00 per year in the operation of an automobile 
and that most clergymen are in debt for their cars. 


It also showed that the income of clergymen generally is less than 
that of other professional people and also below that of many wage 
earners. 
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Ill. CHURCH PENSION FUND INFORMATION 


The Church Pension Fund has complete and accurate informa- 
tion on all regularly employed clergymen in the. Episcopal Church. 
Its data on clergymen that are not regularly employed by the Church 
or its affiliated agencies are not as accurate because such non- 
stipendiary clergymen are ‘assessed on the basis of a nominal salary. 
The Church Pension Fund figures are somewhat higher than the 
cash-salary figure, because they include allowances and a ratio of 
the salary for housing where the house is provided. 


Time-line Study 


Church Pension Fund files were used to draw a time-line for 
clergy-salary information. This portion of the study was made in 
order to determine changes in clergy-salaries throughout the years of 
the active ministry. In order to accomplish this, men ordained in 
1939, 1949, and 1959 were studied. These years were chosen on the 
assumption that the first full years of these men’s ministries would 
be 1940, 1950 and 1960, for which years, census-data are available 
and comparisons could be made with median family-income and 
other details taken from the United States Census reports. All living, 
active, clergymen ordained in the indicated years are represented 
in this study. 


A. 1939 Ordinands 


In 1939, 144 men were ordained to the Diaconate. Of this 
number only 100 show a continuous salary-history within the 
Church, and these 100 were used to develop the profiles. Some of 
the original group have died, some have been deposed, and some 
have no salary records. 


While the total range of salaries is reported in the statistical 
tables, an interpretation is given here only for the middle half of 
the spread, eliminating the lowest 25% and the highest 25%. This 
procedure removes the extremes in the salary-picture and permits 
of a more representative analysis. It is quite possible that some 
clergymen receiving low salaries have other income or supplement 
their income with secular work. Such incomes would not be 
recorded by The Church Pension Fund, although they certainly 
would be part of the total picture. By taking only the middle 
50%, also, unusually high salaries are dropped off. For example, 
one man had a high beginning salary because of his position as a 
school headmaster. The Church Pension Fund covers all active 
ordained men. In this respect, it is unlike the National Council’s 
study, which is a random sampling, or the Parochial Reports, 
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which cover only clergymen receiving stipends from parishes or 
missions. 


The first thing to be noted is the spread of the distribution 
from 1940 through 1965. In 1940 there was only a $500.00 
differential between the lower and the higher salaries, but by 1965 
this spread had grown to $4000.00 and over. The median salary, 
—that is, the salary with as many below it as above it,—rises from 
$1750.00 in 1940 to $8256.00 by 1965. This means that in 1965 
the median cash salary for a clergyman with 25 years of experi- 
ence was slightly over $7000.00. The lowest total salary recorded 
was $3200.00. The highest salary recorded was $19,440.00. 


B. 1949 Ordinands 


In 1949, 257 men were ordained to the Diaconate. Of these, 
251 were used in the analysis, but only 227 had continuous 
records in the files of the Church Pension Fund. The spread in 
the middle salaries for the first year was $740.00. The middle 
salary in 1950 for the 1949 ordinand was $3150.00 or $1050.00 
less than the median for the men who had been in the ministry 
for 10 years. By 1965, the middle salary for 1949 ordinands was 
$8136.00—only $120.00 less than that for the men ordained 10 
years earlier. The total salary-range for the 1949 ordinand was 
from $3200.00 to $17,580.00. 


C. 1959 Ordinands 


In 1959, 464 men were ordained to the Diaconate. Three 
hundred and eighty-six were used in this analysis. It should be 
noted that many men ordained in that year were Perpetual Dea- 
cons and, therefore, reported no salary. The middle salary-figure 
for the men studied increased from $5152.00 in 1960 to $6984.00 
in 1965. The over-all range in 1965 for men ordained in 1959 was 
from $1300.00 to $20,880.00. 


Looking at the charts and tables as a whole, it appears that the 
rate of salary-increase begins to taper off after 15 years of service. 
Clergymen with 15 years of service have, for practical purposes, 
reached the same salary-level as those with 25 years of service. The 
rate of acceleration for men ordained in 1959 begins to show ten- 
dencies of the same order. 


Salary-Histories 


With the information from the Church Pension Fund, it is possible 
to plot the salary-histories of various groups of men. For 1965, 
salaries were ranked in order and then divided into four equal 
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groups. The history of each group was then traced back to the 
ordination date, and the median or middle SERS for each group 
were established for every fifth year. 


On the basis of a scrutiny of the results of the foregoing pro- 
cedure, it appears that there is a tendency for men starting at the 
lowest salary-level to remain in the lower brackets throughout their 
ministries. There are a few instances of men jumping from lower 
salary-ranges to higher, but this is not the usual case; nor is it usual 
for men to drop from higher salary-ranges to lower. Although the 
spread among salaries was not very large immediately after ordina- 
tion, the highest-paid men had a tendency to show a decided im- 
provement upward before ten years had passed, while men in the 
middle range separated from the lower-salaried men after approxi- 
mately 15 years in the ministry. This generalization may not hold 
true for the men ordained in 1959, where the lower-salaried men 
started at a markedly higher salary than their predecessors; and, 
at this point, insufficient time has elapsed to make a final judgment. 


The phenomenon of men becoming congealed in certain salary- 
tracks cannot readily be explained and requires further study. It 
has been suggested that there is a rough grading of men by capa- 
bilities from the very beginning of their ministries. Another explana- 
tion may be found in the inadequate clergy-placement practices of 
the Episcopal Church. The movement of clergy in the Episcopal 
Church is statistically erratic and is often based on factors other 
than that of the clergyman’s ability. 


Changes in Cures 


Another factor studied in The Church Pension Fund material 
is the relationship of salary-levels to length of stay in a parish. It 
is possible to note the number of changes of cure in relation to 
salary. 


The highest salaries are attained by men reporting six successive 
incumbencies in 25 years; in other words, by men who moved, on 
the average, every fourth year. Although many men with only two 
cures in 25 years had high salaries, the data are quite consistent. 
Salaries tend to increase with the greater number of moves a man 
makes, unless he moves too often. Men reporting seven to ten posi- 
tions in the 25-year period make less money today—possibly due 
to the “rolling stone” principle. Once more, several factors enter 
into the interpretation of these figures and further study would be 
necessary to determine them. It may be that, in many instances, 
short ministries are more effective than long ministries. It may also 
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be that a change in personnel may be necessary to shake a vestry 
out of its salary-lethargy. 


Comparison with U.S. Family-Income Data 


Comparisons can also be made between clergy-salaries and 
median family-income in the United States, using The Church Pen- 
sion Fund and the U.S. Census Bureau as sources. Median family- 
income appears to have risen faster than starting-salaries of the 
clergy since 1940. In 1940, the median family-income was about 
$1100.00, while the median salary, including housing-allowance, 
for men ordained in 1940 was $1750.00. By 1950, the median 
family-income had increased to $3073.00 while the median starting- 
salary for the clergy was $3150.00. By 1960, the median family- 
income was $5660.00, and the median starting-salary for the clergy, 
including housing-allowance, was $5152.00. By 1965, the middle 
salary for a man ordained five years before was only slightly above 
the median family-income of the United States. 


COMPARISON OF MEDIAN CLERGY SALARIES 


AND THE MEDIAN FAMILY INCOME IN THE U.S.A. 
$12,000 
































































































































iia 
11,000 + 
}——}—_+__| 
10,000 pt 
9,000 ttt ; eel 
8,000 eo 
7,000 | x 
icy SA 
6,000 4 ia 4 
Li ° 
2e. y 
5,000 
| 4 
4,000 | | 4 
3,000 
KEYS TO MEDIANS 
MEDIAN FAMILY 
2,000 INCOME:U.SA, —= 
ORDINANDS : 1939 --——~-- 
1949 eee 
1,000 — SSS 1959 ones 
SOURCES: Church Pension Fund 
US‘Bureau of Census 


“1940 1945 1950 1955 1960 1965 


14.8 Appendix CLERGY-SALARIES 


IV. PAROCHIAL REPORTS 


The annual Parochial Reports of all Episcopal Churches are on 
file in the Episcopal Church Center in New. York City. Clergy- 
salaries, as of January 1, 1965, were gathered as a part of this 
study. These figures relate only to salaries of the parish clergy, and, 
therefore, do not cover as wide a range as the National Council of 
Churches’ report or the material from the Church Pension Fund. On 
the other hand, parochial clergymen constitute the bulk of the clergy 
in the United States. 


Limitations of Data 


Approximately 80% of the parochial clergy are considered in this 
report. Clergy-salaries for Missionary Districts under the jurisdiction 
of the Overseas Department were not considered, because of the 
many different factors involved. Some parishes omitted this section 
of their report. Where obvious errors were noted, such as clergy- 
salaries higher than the total current expenses, these figures were 
deleted. Where the total salary from all sources was less than 
$3000.00, the figures were deleted, because other factors must 
have entered into the picture. 


Rectors of Parishes 


A total of 3914 rectors’ salaries was compiled for analysis. These 
salaries ranged from the arbitrarily chosen lower limit of $3000.00 
to an upper limit of $25,000.00. The middle salary, by Dioceses, 
ranged from $4500.00 in the Diocese of Eau Claire to $7800.00 
in the Diocese of Northwest Texas. The median most often reported 
was $6000.00, and this figure, or one close to it, was reported by 
26 Dioceses. Only four Dioceses reported a middle rector’s salary 
of $7000.00 or above, while six Dioceses reported a middle salary 
below $5000.00 per year. 


Assistants 


A total of 1172 assistants’ salaries was compiled for analysis. 
These salaries range from a low of $3000.00 to a high of $13,000. 
Only three Dioceses reported a middle salary-level for assistants 
below $4000.00. Forty Dioceses have middle salaries for assistants 
between $4000.00 and $5000.00 and 30 Dioceses report the middle 
salary-levels in the $5000.00 bracket. Seven Dioceses reported the 
middle salary-level for assistants between $6000.00 and $7800.00. 
The median salary most often reported was $4500.00 in 11 Dio- 
ceses and $4800.00 in ten Dioceses. The middle salary for all 
assistants would be approximately $4800.00. 
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Mission Clergymen 


For the purposes of this study, a vicar is a clergyman who is in 
charge of one of more mission congregations. A total of 1768 vicars’ 
salaries are reported, with the narrowest salary-range of all. Only 
one Diocese reported a median salary below $4000.00 and no Dio- 
cese has a median vicar’s salary over $5800.00. The median salary 
most often reported for vicars is $4800.00 in 18 Dioceses and 
$4500.00 in 12 Dioceses. 


General Observation 


It appears that the typical rector makes approximately $1000.00 
more per year than the typical assistant, and $1200.00 more than 
the typical vicar. 


Cost of the Ministry per Communicant 


One factor to be considered in analyzing the salaries of clergymen 
is to examine the annual cost of the ordained ministry per communi- 
cant. This figure seems to decline with the increasing size of the 
parish or mission. Missions with less than 100 communicants, as 
with parishes of the same size, pay their clergymen at a median 
annual rate of $28.57 per communicant, with the Diocese of 
Minnesota at this level. For parishes and missions between 100 and 
199 communicants, the middle figure is $28.25, as typified by the 
Diocese of Upper South Carolina. For parishes and missions with 
200 to 499 communicants, the middle figure is $19.40, as repre- 
sented by Northern Indiana. For parishes with 500 to 999 communi- 
cants, the middle figure is $15.10, represented by the Diocese of 
North Carolina. With parishes having 1000 communicants or more, 
the middle figure is $12.66, represented by the Diocese of New 
Hampshire. 


Because of the wide range in each case, the middle or median 
figure is used to show the declining annual cost of the ordained 
ministry per communicant as churches become larger. In many 
instances, the cost per communicant is higher in smaller churches 
because they are too small to be self-supporting and receive sub- 
sidies from outside sources. Although it is obvious that the cost 
to the church is smaller where the communicant list is larger, this 
does not indicate that the larger churches are necessarily more 
efficient, nor that the quality of the ministry is either higher or lower. 
Additional study would be necessary to assess these factors. Studies 
to determine the clergyman’s use of his time in various types of 
situations would also be helpful. 
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Ratio of Ministers’ Salaries to Total Current Expenses 


Salaries were also compared with the total current expenditures 
of the parishes, as found in the parochial reports. Here the middle 
salary-figure was also used and it is found that the smaller parishes 
tend to spend a larger proportion of their total budgets for clergy- 
salaries than do the larger parishes. 


For congregations of between 100 and 199 communicants, the 
cost of the ordained ministry compared to the percentage of current 
expenses ranges from the middle figure of 12.6% for the Diocese of 
Northern Michigan to 64.8% for the Missionary District of Eastern 
Oregon. The middle Diocese would be Pennsylvania with 38.2%. 


For parishes having 200 to 499 communicants, the median per- 
centages range from 33% in Vermont to 58.7% in Oregon. The 
middle Diocese would be Central New York with 43%. 


For parishes having between 500 and 999 communicants, the 
range is from 27.3% in the Diocese of New Hampshire to 56.9% 
in the Diocese of Louisiana, with the middle Diocese being Indianap- 
olis, which has a percentage of 34.0%. 


For parishes having over 1000 communicants, the range of 
medians is from 20.7% in North Carolina to 44.9% in the Diocese 
of Maine. The middle Diocese is Arizona, with 30.4%. 


Summary 


It is evident from the tables that the cost of the ordained ministry 
per communicant and the ratio of that cost to current expenses are 
considerably higher in the smaller churches than in the larger. This 
is true, even though, in some instances, two or more congregations, 
separated geographically, are linked through the ministry of a single 
clergyman. Here, once more, questions of efficiency and the use of 
men’s time must be taken into consideration and would require much 
further study. 


It is to be noted in the 1964 Parochial Reports that the Episcopal 
Church is primarily a Church of small congregations. The middle- 
sized congregation in the United States has 171 communicants, and, 
as far as current total expenses are concerned, has an annual expendi- 
ture of $9712.00. 


The smaller congregations with the higher cost per communicant 
tend to have the lowest clergy-salaries, on the average. The larger 
parishes and missions provide, in many cases, higher average salaries 
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at a smaller cost per communicant and a smaller percentage of the 
current expenditures. ; 


It should be noted, further, that the salary-patterns do not seem 
to reflect any consistent regional pattern. In the Diocese of Missis- 
sippi, for example, where the median income for the residents of the 
State as a whole is very low, the median rector’s salary is fifth from 
the top of all the Dioceses. It is followed immediately by the largely 
urban Diocese of Los Angeles. This same lack of regional patterns 
was also found in the National Council of Churches’ study. 


Vv. CONCLUSIONS 


1. It is evident that regionalism is not as much a factor in deter- 
mining clergy-salaries as has sometimes been thought. 


2. It appears that a large number of clergymen tend to gravitate 
to a particular quarter of the salary-range within a few years 
of the date of their ordination, and, generally, to remain in that 
quarter. 


3. There seems to be an important relationship between the num- 
ber of successive cures and the salary-level. 


4. Median family-income in the United States appears to have risen 
faster than median starting-salaries of the clergy since 1940. 


5. All the findings in this study need examination in depth to 
determine the causes which produce salary-structures, and the 
inter-relationships of the factors which determine such structures. 
Only then will the Church have enough information to act with 
wisdom and competence in planning for adequate salary-scales. 


VI. RESOLUTION 


Resolved, the House of Bishops concurring, That the 62nd Gen- 
eral Convention authorize and instruct the Presiding Bishop and 
the Executive Council to undertake a full analysis and evaluation 
of the data developed in the Clergy-Salary Study completed by the 
Executive Council in 1967; and be it further 


Resolved, the House of Bishops concurring, That the Presiding 
Bishop and the Executive Council be authorized to co-ordinate and 
correlate the said evaluation and its implications with all appropri- 
ate agencies of the General Convention; and be it further 


Resolved, the House of Bishops concurring, That the Executive 
Council report, with appropriate recommendations, to the 63rd Gen- 
eral Convention. 
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APPENDIX 15. 


REPORT OF A SPECIAL COMMITTEE 
OF THE 
EXECUTIVE COUNCIL ON DIOCESAN BOUNDARIES 


Introduction 


AUTHORIZATION AND ORDERS OF REFERENCE 


The Sixty-first General Convention, meeting in St. Louis, Mis- 
souri, October 12 to 23, 1964, adopted the following Resolution, 
which was originally introduced by the Diocese of Delaware: 

Whereas, The increase of population in any country has increased the 
size of its metropolitan areas; and 


Whereas, The mobility of people has also changed the living patterns 
of contemporary culture; and 


Whereas, The Episcopal Church is presently organized on the basis 
of State units and their sub-divisions; therefore, be it 


Resolved, .. . That the General Division of Research and Field Study 
of the Executive Council be directed to make studies and proposals to 
the General Convention of 1967 looking toward a more realistic align- 
ment of Dioceses, with a view to safeguarding the essential pastoral 
functions of the Episcopate, as well as realistically appraising sound 
regional interests and centers. 

The same Convention proposed an amendment to Article V. of 
the Constitution, on the initiative of the three Dioceses (Chicago, 
Quincy, and Springfield) in the State of Illinois, which, if adopted 
by the 1967 General Convention, would permit of the re-alignment 
of diocesan boundaries by the cession of territory by one Diocese to 
a contiguous jurisdiction. It was noted, in the preamble to the Reso- 
lution of amendment, that “diocesan boundaries, established on 
patterns of economy and communication which no longer obtain’, 
sometimes “militate against efficient administration and effective 
evangelization”. (See Annex C.) 


The General Division of Research and Field Study, as a subor- 
dinate unit of the Executive Council, petitioned the Council to re- 
quest the President to appoint a Committee to undertake the study 
committed to it by the General Convention and offered the resources 
and staff of the General Division to assist such Committee in its 
work. 


¥ 


15.2 Appendix DIOCESAN BOUNDARIES 


The Presiding Bishop named the following Committee: 
Rt. Rev. G. Francis Burrill, Chairman 
Rt. Rev. David E. Richards 
Rev. James G. Birney of Delaware 
Mr. Charles M. Crump of Tennessee 
Albert C. Jacobs, LL.D., of Connecticut 
Mr. W. H. Turner, Jr., Vice-President of the Executive Council 
Mrs. John H. Foster of West Texas 
Mrs. James L. Godfrey of North Carolina 
Rt. Rev. Horace W. B. Donegan 
Rt. Rev. Frederick J. Warnecke 
Rey. Rayond T. Ferris of New York 


The Committee named the Ven. J. Ralph Deppen of Chicago as 
Secretary. 


The Committee on Diocesan Boundaries, thus constituted, made 
its final report to the Executive Council at its meeting of December 
14 to 16, 1966. The Council received the Report, adopted the 
recommendations of the Committee, and discharged the Committee 
with thanks. 


The present Report, therefore, is submitted to the 62nd General 
Convention as from the Executive Council. 


THE SITUATION 


Many jurisdictions are experiencing metropolitan expansion, ex- 
plosion and mobility of population, and the resulting pressures upon 
and tensions within existing diocesan structures. Dioceses—large 
and small—seem to be confronted with a variety of frustrations 
stemming from an incongruity between their geography and the 
dynamics of life. 


As soon as one begins to examine the data, it becomes evident 
that the incongruity is complex. Diocesan boundaries are no longer 
(if they ever were) matters only of geography and politics. The 
life of a Diocese is affected by economic, social, and cultural factors 
which know no fixed geographical boundaries. Changes in society 
confront the Church with problem-opportunities that challenge old 
structures with new obligations. Seldom, if ever, are they contained 
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within the neat map-lines of ecclesiastical jurisdictions; they spill 
over borders. Some Dioceses are deluged; others are parched. The 
condition is seldom the isolated experience of a single jurisdiction; 
the whole Church is affected. It is an often-agonizing proof that the 
Church is truly one. 


That the puzzle of adapting the ecclesiastical structure for the 
Gospel Mission in today’s world is a vexing one is testified to by the 
varieties of attention the Church is giving it. In addition to the work 
of this Special Committee of the Executive Council, a Committee 
of the House of Bishops is engaged in what promises to be a long- 
term study of the function and role of the Bishop in the Church of 
God. The Joint Commission on the Structure of General Convention 
and the Provinces has been forced to examine also the national and 
regional ramifications of structuring the Church for mission. The 
Mutual Responsibility Commission is looking at still other aspects 
of the Church’s national structure and relationships. Concurrently, 
the explorations and experiments of the Joint Urban Program have 
sharpened the Church’s focus upon the organizational problems 
growing out of metropolitan spread and the dynamics of fast- 
changing urban industrial society. In view of the Consultation on 
Church Union, the task of relating varied ecclesiastical structures to 
each other, and together to the world, is one which is likely to be- 
come even more complicated and demanding. 


The existence of these several Committees and Commissions, and 
the fruits of their labors thus far, testify to the Church’s awakening, 
not only to the sounds of alarm, but also to the leading of the Spirit. 
No longer need individual Dioceses be left to their own devices, 
whether they be weak or strong. The Episcopal Church seems com- 
mitted to the will to solve its problems together, so that together, 
and with all Christians of good-will, it may minister the life-giving 
Gospel of God in His world. 


Before proceeding to recommendations, it might be useful to ob- 
serve, in passing, that the Episcopal Church in this country was 
organized on the political delineations already existing at the time 
of the founding of our nation. When the Constitution of the Church 
was adopted in 1789, diocesan boundaries were co-extensive with 
State lines. From time to time, constitutional amendments have pro- 
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vided for the division and merging of Dioceses; and many such ac- 
commodations have been made since 1789. It is notable, however, 
that there are only three instances (the Diocese of New Mexico and 
Southwest Texas, the Diocese of Spokane, and the Diocese of Wash- 
ington) where present Dioceses cross State boundaries. 


Two APPROACHES 


Two approaches to the Committee’s task began early to emerge 
from its deliberations. The first was to arrive at some criteria by 
which Dioceses might determine what sort of action to take in adapt- 
ing structures and boundaries to make them more effective instru- 
ments of mission in the contemporary scene. 


The other approach was to seek for a remedy for situations where 
nor merger, nor division, nor cession of territory, would solve the 
problem of ministering effectively within a definable community- 
area that cuts across two or more diocesan boundaries. 


The Division of Research and Field Study provided the statistical 
data and interpretation which have been invaluable to all the Com- 
mittee’s efforts. 


Recommendations 
A—CRITERIA FOR A VIABLE DIOCESE 


A Diocese or several Dioceses seeking, by means of division, 
merger, cession of territory, maintaining the status quo, or some 
other means, to secure the unity of God’s people and to enhance the 
effect of the Church’s mission in a given area, and congregations 
contemplating the establishment and organization of a new Diocese, 
are urged and encouraged to examine and plan their strategy upon 
the criteria suggested here. 


The Committee offers the following propositions, fully recognizing 
that they are not necessarily the final word. The Report grows out of 
a study of diocesan structures as they appear at this precise point 
in time; but the Church itself is changing rapidly in understanding 
its own role and function in the world, and when functions change, 
structures must change, too. Undoubtedly, the experimentation now 


DIOCESAN BOUNDARIES Appendix 15.5 


going on in some of the “Pilot Dioceses” under the guidance of the 
Urban Group of the Home Department and elsewhere will produce 
new insights. 


I. A Bishop 


The basic unit of the Episcopal Church is the Diocese. Since the 
Diocese takes its origin from the episcopate, the obvious starting 
point for considering the criteria for the Diocese is with the office of 
Bishop. It is not our business to define the role of a Bishop. Another 
Committee has been appointed for that purpose. We need only state 
the Church’s tradition that the Bishop is the center of the Diocese. 
The following are some of the functions which most Bishops feel 
they ought to be performing, and which most clergymen and laymen 
expect them to perform. In his person, office, and ministry, the 
Bishop must be enabled to be 


. The chief pastor of the clergy and people 

. The chief symbol and pledge of the unity of the Church 

The chief guardian of the faith and order of the Church 

. The chief liturgical person 

The chief missionary 

The chief administrator 

The chief initiator of co-operation with neighboring and other 
Dioceses. 

In every discussion of the size of a Diocese, the primary consid- 
eration ought to be the capacity of a Bishop to discharge his pastoral 
responsibility to clergy and people, to carry out parochial visitations, 
and to administer confirmation and ordination. This has been of 
paramount importance in the minds of those Bishops who responded 
to a questionnaire prepared by this Committee. Bishops in large 
Dioceses regretted their inability to minister adequately to the “di- 
ocesan family”; Bishops in small Dioceses rejoiced that they were 
able to do so. It seems desirable that every priest should know his 
Bishop intimately and have ready access to him for advice and 
counsel. 


Gr © 2 Oo = 


The Bishop’s pastoral responsibility will have to be weighed 
against other factors in any particular area. It is obvious that the 


. 
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distances which a Bishop has to travel from the See City to the vari- 
ous congregations is an important factor. Furthermore, the demand 
upon his time and energy will be partly determined by the dynamics 
of the Church life in the Diocese as well as the tempo of life in the 
total community. 


It is possible that some pastoral responsibility can be shared with 
assisting Bishops. In several Dioceses the Coadjutors or Suffragans 
reside outside the See City in strategic centers where the clergymen 
of the locality are encouraged to turn to them for advice and coun- 
sel. These experiments may have to continue for some time before a 
useful evaluation can be made of their effectiveness, but it is impor- 
tant that imaginative alternatives to the traditional patterns should 
be freely tested. 


The number of congregations and clergymen within a jurisdiction 
is an obvious factor affecting the way in which the pastoral respon- 
sibility of a Bishop is discharged. As Dioceses enlarge, they tend to 
add assisting Bishops to aid the Diocesan in performing episcopal 
and other administrative chores. All things being equal, a jurisdic- 
tion of 60 congregations and 100 clergymen per Bishop seems 
optimum. (See Annex D.) . 


Since all things seldom are equal, it must be observed that the 
geographical distribution of the congregations and the clergy, along 
with available transportation, and the age, personality, health, and 
pastoral propensity of a Bishop will be determining quantities. Fur- 
thermore, new and radical understandings of episcopacy could alter 
our total view of episcopal oversight and pastoral responsibility. As 
a criterion of viability, then, we would assert, 


1. A viable Diocese has at least one Bishop in residence and 
directing its affairs. 


Il. Minimum Standards 


In considering minimum standards for a Diocese, we have in 
mind, primarily, Dioceses which might be created by sub-dividing 
or re-aligning existing Dioceses in the continental United States. In 
an Annex to this Report, consideration will be given to the minimum 
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needs of a Bishop and a Diocese established outside of the conti- 
nental United States. (See Annex A.) 


Many factors should enter into the setting of minimum standards; 
e.g., population trends, economic growth or deterioration, and possi- 
bilities for diocesan expansion within the area. However, from the 
reports that have been received by this Committee, many of the 
Bishops of Dioceses with fewer than 30 congregations or 30 clergy- 
men, have indicated that they find it difficult to maintain a satisfac- 
tory diocesan life in many respects. When the Diocese is too small, 
there is only a very limited opportunity for priests to move from one 
parish to another within the same Diocese, or to develop a clerical 
fellowship with sufficient variety for mutual refreshment, or to es- 
cape from loneliness and discouragement. In such Dioceses, the 
supportive services described below are not likely to be available. 
Moreover, in such situations, the stimulation of lay and clerical 
minds in widely different and specialized areas of the Church’s min- 
istry tends to be lacking. 


At the present time, it would seem reasonable to assert that, 


2. A viable Diocese would be composed of a minimum of 30 
vital congregations and 30 clergymen. 


II. Supportive Services for the Church’s Corporate Life 


Since the Diocese is the essential unit of the Church, it is not sur- 
prising that clergymen and laymen, individually and in congrega- 
tions, look to the Diocese to provide various services. One of the 
most sought-after services is in Christian Education. Clergymen and 
laymen, teachers and parents, look to the Diocese to provide train- 
ing, materials, and advice, for the operation of effective educational 
programs. Because the need for special programs may not always be 
sensed, part of the supportive effort of a Diocese may have to be 
directed to “sensitizing for need” within congregations and in the 
wider areas of the Church’s ministry. 


In metropolitan areas, the need also arises for advice and counsel 
in connection with sociological developments in urban life. Few 
clergymen and laymen are trained sociologists, and when they find 


. 
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themselves embroiled in an explosive situation, whether in the fields 
of economics, race relations, politics, or urban renewal, they look to 
someone for help in interpreting the situation, and for advice in solv- 
ing the problem. They also hope for a bit of pastoral care while they 
are undergoing the inevitable pressures from extremists. 


This is a time when we can no longer ignore the necessity for 
long-range planning, and in the case of the Church this requires the 
combined efforts of. people from all-over a Diocese. It is a function 
of a Diocese to provide such supportive services that individual 
clergymen and lay people working within it will have the proper 
framework for the jobs which they are doing. The fulfillment of such 
plans also requires diocesan activity, otherwise its extension would 
lack that acknowledged authority which can give a program its 
implementation. 


Since the Diocese is the essential unit of the Church, its supportive 
services must minister not only, or even primarily, to its constituent 
parts, but also to its corporate mission in the area generally, and in 
places where subordinate units may not or cannot function without 
assistance, 


A Diocese can expect its congregations and other constituencies 
to support its corporate life and program, not only in terms of the 
benefits they may expect, but also for the corporate mutuality of the 
Church in the Diocese and in the world. As the basic unit of the 
Church, the Diocese is the basic area within and from which the 
purposes of Mutual Responsibility and Interdependence are to be 
made effective. 


In this sense, supportive services may not, perhaps cannot, always 
be available within a single diocesan structure. Also, the services 
need not always be those of paid, professional, personnel. Co-opera- 
tion with neighboring Dioceses, the National Church, or other com- 
munions, may be the way to the obtaining of the needed services. 


Nevertheless, this criterion stands, 


3. A viable Diocese has available supportive services in such 
areas as education, social relations, planning, communica- 
tions, extension, and others. 
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IV. Geographical Factors 


The number of square miles comprising a Diocese is an important 
factor in the kind of diocesan life that is possible. However, other 
considerations are included under the heading of “geography”, such 
as the location of the communications center of the area. We are 
moving steadily into an urbanized culture that centers in cities, 
where marketing is done, newspapers are published, television sta- 
tions are located, and important business and banking institutions 
are found. The viability of Dioceses bears a direct relationship to 
such metropolitan areas. In most instances, the See City is this urban 
center, or ought to be. Difficulties arise where the metropolitan 
center for the people of a Diocese lies outside the diocesan bound- 
aries, or where there is more than one metropolitan center, or where 
natural barriers, such as mountain ranges and rivers, separate one 
portion of a Diocese from another. 


It is obvious that if a Diocese must retain its existing boundaries 
with such geographical problems included, some provision must be 
made for knitting the Diocese together and providing episcopal over- 
sight. Experimentation should be encouraged in these matters. Find- 
ings should be available before long in places like South Florida, 
Michigan, Massachusetts, Tennessee, and Virginia, where assisting 
Bishops are being located in metropolitan centers other than the 
See City. Another type of compensatory arrangement is to have the 
Bishop in residence in one area after another, for two weeks or more 
at a time, as is being done in North Carolina. Other possibilities 
suggest themselves, such as the establishment of a Diocese around 
each of the secondary metropolitan areas. Another section of this 
Report will deal with the idea of a “metropolitan council”, which 
might provide the basis for a different kind of relationship. Whatever 
the case, 


4. A viable Diocese will center in a metropolitan area; and, if 
it must include other urban centers or major geographical 
barriers, will provide a structure to take these into account. 

V. Experimentation and Expansion 


Frequently, in the life of a Diocese, a new set of circumstances 
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will arise in which the Church has never ministered before; e.g., the 
St. Lawrence Seaway, re-settlement of Cuban refugees, and com- 
munities arising in connection with space programs. Considerable 
experimentation may be necessary before the Church can develop 
the specialized ministries that are needed. These are the sorts of 
situations in which the local congregations and the Diocese should 
take the initiative together. For the foreseeable future, the congre- 
gation will, and probably should, be the usual local form of the 
Church. Nevertheless, other forms of ministry must be tried. The 
Church is already operating exploratory and experimental ministries 
that differ from the congregational pattern. Much diocesan guidance 
and support will be needed before we have adequately tested the 
effectiveness of such non-parochial ministries as the “urban pres- 
bytery”, store-front churches, and the like. Although the Industrial 
Ministries in Detroit, Boston, and other areas, as well as the Wall 
Street Ministry in New York, have not been initiated by diocesan 
leaders, they seem to offer viable kinds of ministry in our time, and 
should receive some form of recognition and encouragement from 
diocesan officials. 


The same kind of attention is called for in those urban areas 
where rapid expansion into the suburbs is taking place. Local con- 
gregations look to the Diocese for help in locating areas that should 
be developed and in making the investment necessary for seizing the 
opportunity for effective mission when the time and circumstances 
are ripe. 


5. A viable Diocese will provide skilled guidance, including 
financial support, for experimentation and expansion. 


VI. Response to Change 


In the life of the Episcopal Church, the Diocese, as the primary 
unit of the Church, must react to social change. Therefore, there 
must be built into the Diocese a flexibility which allows it to respond 
to the changing conditions of the society in which and to which it 
ministers. The Diocese has to be designed for encounter with mod- 
ern society, and since modern society is forever in flux, the Church 
must establish the conditions within its own life that permit it to 
adjust to change. (See Annex B.) 
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At the same time, the Diocese must be prepared to guide clergy- 
men and congregations in their response to that change, so that they 
can know they are part of a co-ordinated whole, reacting intelli- 
gently to common conditions. 


6. A viable Diocese will be able to respond to rapid change as 
it affects its own policies and structure, its congregations, and 
other Church activities and institutions; and whenever it is 
necessary to change, the Diocese will be an effective instru- 
ment in change. 


VII. Political Effectiveness 


The Church’s response to political, social, and economic develop- 
ments is no longer limited to adjustment of its own internal program. 
Its response is even more important in influencing such develop- 
ments, sometimes by making a public statement about the values 
that are to be preserved, sometimes by quiet conferences with those 
who have the responsibility of decision. The Diocese, through quali- 
fied clergymen and lay representatives, should be able effectively to 
represent the Church in crucial public events. 


7. A viable Diocese will analyze the social, economic, and 
political factors affecting the lives of all the people within 
its boundaries and provide its manpower where the action 
occurs and where the decisions are being made. 


VII. Financial Considerations 


The current tendency is away from self-support as the determin- 
ing factor that distinguishes a Missionary District from a Diocese; 
but, in view of the other criteria which are of significance to the 
viability of a Diocese, the financial condition is obviously of some 
importance. In 1964, thirteen of the 89 jurisdictions of the Church 
in the 50 States had total parochial receipts of less than $1 million 
each. The average of the 89 was $2.4 million, and the median was 
$1.5 million. Many of the jurisdictions with less than $1 million in 
total parochial receipts have found it difficult to provide the sup- 
portive services referred to above. While it would be difficult to set 
a specific figure as the minimum income necessary to viability, such 
a figure is possibly clase to $1.25 million. (See Annex D.) 


~ 
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It is conceivable that an indigent Diocese may be sick unto death. 
Its sickness may not be responsive to surgery or transfusion. The 
structure may have to die (i.e., merge with one,or more other Dioc- 
eses) in order that the functions of the whole Church may be 
strengthened and live. On the other hand, the continuation of a 
distressed Diocese may be of primary urgency. Such a Diocese may 
have to be supported from outside sources, with little hope of ulti- 
mate self-support, in order that the good of the whole Church and 
her mission in the world may be advanced. It will be a sign of prog- 
ress when we cease measuring the worth of a Diocese primarily by 
its ability to pay its own way. 


In the interim, the following statement expresses some of the ways 
in which financial viability can be examined: 


8. A Diocese, to be viable, should be able to finance the dioc- 
esan office, including the expenses of the episcopate, and such 
supportive services as are necessary; assume its share of the 
General Church Program and Budget; and provide some 
“seed” money for experimentation and expansion. 


IX. Ecumenical Dimensions 


As the ecumenical movement gathers momentum, it becomes in- 
creasingly clear that the Diocese plays an important role in the suc- 
cessful development of new structures, new areas of co-operation, 
and new depths of understanding. Since the Bishop, in his person 
and office, is the chief symbol of the unity of the Church and the 
guardian of its faith and order, it is essential that the Bishop and 
the Diocese together be deeply involved in the ecumenical enter- 
prise. This is true, not only for those areas in which there are ap- 
proaches to unity, but equally in those areas where the Churches are 
attempting to achieve a common witness in society and a common 
understanding of Christian doctrine and worship. Certainly, the 
Bishop is the key figure in the minds of all those who enter into 
dialogue with the Episcopal Church. The Bishop should provide this 
kind of participation himself; but there must be, within the Diocese, 
additional leadership available to provide contact at the diocesan 
level for inter-Church affairs. Since some kinds of Christian witness 
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can be made best only ecumenically, and since it is the will of the 
Lord of the Church that our witness be one, 


9. A viable Diocese will provide the necessary resources for 
active leadership in ecumenical affairs. 


B—THE APPLICATION OF STANDARDS TO EXISTING JURISDICTIONS 


This Committee, having set forth its reasoned opinion as to the 
criteria for a viable Diocese, now urges that each jurisdiction in this 
Church establish, authorize, and support some responsible body to 
examine its own life and structure in terms of these criteria. If a 
jurisdiction finds its own viability in question in any particular, it 
should proceed to explore ways to remedy the situation. Each juris- 
diction should be prepared to consult with its neighbors as to their 
mutual involvement and be ready, in terms of our “mutual re- 
sponsibility and interdependence in the Body of Christ”, to resolve 
problems together. 


Should the obstacles be greater than local or regional resources 
can surmount, the jurisdictions should have recourse to the Execu- 
tive Council, which body should be prepared to render appropriate 
assistance and counsel. In every case, the jurisdictions of this Church 
need to be reminded: whatever the remedy, let it always be for the 
strengthening of the Church’s total mission, as well as for the relief 
of any of her parts. 


Along with criteria for assessing viability, this Report calls atten- 
tion to existing constitutional provisions and makes recommenda- 
tions for constitutional and canonical amendments which will pro- 
vide existing Dioceses with various methods and procedures for 
alleviating the problems of unrealistic diocesan boundaries. The fol- 
lowing courses of action are now available: 


(1) Divide an existing Diocese to form two or more new 
Dioceses. This is provided for in Article V., Section 1(2) of 
the Constitution. 


(2) Merge a Diocese with another Diocese or portion 
thereof. The Constitution, Article V., Section 1(3), at present 
provides for the junction of two or more Dioceses or parts of 
two or more Dioceses. Sub-section (4) provides for the junc- 
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tion of the whole or part of a Missionary District with a Dio- 
cese or with any part of one.or more Dioceses. 


(3) Cession of territory by one Diocése to another. The 
General Convention of 1964 proposed an Amendment to 
Article V. of the Constitution which would add a new Section 
8, permitting of the cession of a portion of the territory of a 
Diocese to a neighboring Diocese. This amendment will be- 
come effective if adopted by the General Convention of 1967. 
(See Annex C.) 


While the division or merger of Dioceses is always fraught with 
the weight of old loyalties and new legalities, the problems sur- 
rounding the cession of territory seem to be especially complex, 
particularly where titles, trusts, and the like, are involved. These 
sentiments and difficulties are sympathetically recognized and un- 
derstood. Nevertheless, it is urgent that every effort be made to try 
to resolve the problems, in order to develop more effective admin- 
istrative structures. Again, it seems not too much to ask of the 
Church to endure suffering for good in obedience to our Lord, who 
gave Himself in suffering and death that we and all men might live. 


The Committee wishes to note here that a Diocese, having exam- 
ined its life by the criteria for viability, may find that its boundaries 
are not its particular problem. It may well be that its problems are 
mainly internal and that it can resolve them without reference to 
boundary changes. It is also quite possible that some jurisdictions 
may discover other methods for dealing with boundaries. This Com- 
mittee encourages local diocesan initiative and option and urges that 
Dioceses keep foremost in mind the good of the whole Church in 
the whole world, and that the several jurisdictions share the wealth 
of their experiences. 


C—METROPOLITAN COUNCILS 


The Committee proposes a plan for new structures in Dioceses 
where territorial re-alignments are either unsuitable or impracticable. 
In various populous metropolitan areas, where nor merger, nor divi- 
sion, nor cession of territory, will meet the problems of ministering 
to the people and administering a program across diocesan bound- 
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aries, a different approach is indicated. On the premise that a metro- 
politan area ought to be treated as one community by the Church, 
certain Dioceses have formed committees or commissions, through 
which inter-diocesan work is accomplished. While there may be 
others, the following will serve to illustrate the possibilities of de- 
velopments along this line: 


(a) The Tri-diocesan Commission for the Church in the State of 
Illinois. This Commission is an informal and advisory group of two 
laymen and two clergymen from each Diocese appointed by the 
Bishops of Chicago, Quincy, and Springfield, to engage in research, 
discuss concerns, and report findings and recommendations, to the 
several Bishops. Through this co-operation, new missions have been 
established, college work expanded, Departments of Christian Social 
Relations and Christian Education have been co-operating, planning 
has begun on strategy for a ministry to a new industrial center, and 
the development of a tri-diocesan camp-and-conference center has 
been undertaken. 


(b) Bi-diocesan Metropolitan Planning Committee of Metro- 
politan St. Louis. The Bishop of Missouri, in his address to the Di- 
ocesan Convention in April, 1965, expressed the desire “to achieve 
a close union of planning and program between the Diocese of Mis- 
souri and the Diocese of Springfield, for common Episcopal services 
in the Greater St. Louis Metropolitan Area. . . As the City knows 
interdependence across the river, so must the Church.” 


As a result, a Committee was formed, with representatives from 
both Dioceses, and a grant was obtained under the Pilot-Diocese 
Program of the Diocese of Missouri, for the purpose of “immediate 
and long-range unity of Episcopal planning and program in Metro- 
St. Louis”. The specific proposal was stated to be, “that the Dioceses 
of Missouri and Springfield should jointly employ a Metropolitan 
staff person with responsibilities for assisting Bishops and Councils 
in planning for Metro-St. Louis, co-ordinating program, represent- 
ing the Dioceses jointly to other organizations covering the area, 
supervising experimental projects, and performing the already estab- 
lished duties of Pilot-Diocese Co-ordinator.” 


oa 
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(c) The Greater Richmond Area, The Dioceses of Southern Vir- 
ginia and Virginia have worked co-operatively in the development 
of architectural plans for new types of mission-church buildings, in 
studying population developments in the area and the need for new- 
church construction, in the location of new units, in a joint camp- 
conference program, and in a limited relationship between the 
Dioceses on Family Life Courses. They have also joined with the 
Diocese of Southwestern Virginia in screening applicants for pos- 
tulancy. 


Among the Resolutions appended to this Report, there is a pro- 
posed canon authorizing the formation of Metropolitan Councils. 
This is presented with the hope and expectation that if a procedure 
is established for regularizing an organization for inter-diocesan co- 
operation in a metropolitan area, more Dioceses will avail themselves 
of the opportunity of moving forward under the general plan of the 
proposed canon and in the spirit which has inspired the pioneering 
of the Dioceses referred to above. 


Finally, the Committee recommends the Metropolitan Council 
not only as a device for joint planning and program activities: the 
Metropolitan Council can and should become an effective means for 
achieving and expressing the unity of the life of the people in the 
Church in any given area. (See Annex E.) 


Conclusions 


It may be that the passage of time will have made this attempt 
to re-tool for mission obsolete before it is in print. Nevertheless, the 
Church, faithful to her Lord’s mission and trusting in the Spirit’s 
leading, cannot reserve judgment for fear of being outdated. In the 
period of “overlap” between the Church-present and the Church- 
future, we must have the faith and courage to function, even if the 
future proves us wrong. This Committee believes that the proposals 
herein set forth and hereafter resolved meet the dual requirements 
of practicability and flexibility and will serve the Church for the 
Church’s service in the world. 
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Resolutions 


1. Resolved, the House of _______ concurring, That the General 
Convention of the Protestant Episcopal Church in the U.S.A. accept 
and adopt the Criteria for a Viable Diocese in the U.S.A., commend 
them for use by the several jurisdictions of this Church, and urge 
their early implementation. 


2. Resolved, the House of ______ concurring, That the General 
Convention of the Protestant Episcopal Church in the U.S.A. accept 
and adopt the concept of the Metropolitan Council and enact the 
following canon: 


Of Metropolitan Councils 


Sec. 1(a) Two or more contiguous Dioceses may form a Metro- 
politan Council, to be comprised of and to administer such part or 
all of the territory, program, and functions, of the member Dioceses 
as shall be determined by the Bishop and the Convention of each of 
the member Dioceses. 


(b) The organization of the Metropolitan Council shall be com- 
plete upon the approval of its constitution by the Bishops and the 
Diocesan Conventions of the member Dioceses; Provided, however, 
that it shall be the duty of the Secretary of the Convention of each 
of the member Dioceses to certify and forward to the Secretary of 
the General Convention a copy of the constitution and the date of 
its approval. 


Sec. 2. The governing body of the Metropolitan Council shall be 
the Metropolitan Council Board, to be composed of the Bishop, or 
in his absence the Bishop Coadjutor or Suffragan Bishop, of each 
member Diocese, and not less than two or more than five Presbyters 
and an equal number of Lay Persons elected by the Diocesan Con- 
vention or the Executive Council of each member Diocese for terms 
of not more than three years, the number of such members and the 
length of their terms of office to be specified in the constitution of 
the Metropolitan Council. 

Sec. 3(a) The following officers of the Metropolitan Council 
shall be elected by the Board: (1) a President; (2) two Vice- 
Presidents; (3) a Secretary; (4) a Treasurer, and other officers 
deemed advisable by the Council. 
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(b) The President shall be a Bishop of a member Diocese, or a 
Priest canonically resident in a member Diocese, or a Lay Person 
who is a Communicant in a member Diocese. The two Vice-Presi- 
dents shall have the same qualifications, but shall be of different 
orders from the President and from each other. All other officers 
shall have the same qualifications. 


(c) The Council may elect an Executive Director of the Council 
and one or more Exécutive Secretaries to oversee the program and 
functions to be administered by the Metropolitan Council. 


Sec. 4. Each of the member Dioceses shall provide its share of 
the budget of the Metropolitan Council as determined by the Board. 


Sec. 5. Bishops, Bishops Coadjutor, and Suffragan Bishops, of 
the member Dioceses, and Clergymen canonically resident within 
the territorial limits of the Metropolitan Council, may perform rites 
and conduct services within such territorial limits without regard to 
diocesan boundaries; Provided, however, that their official acts shall 
be reported to the diocesan office of the member Diocese within 
whose boundaries such acts were performed for inclusion in the 
canonical records of such Diocese. 


Sec. 6(a) A Metropolitan Council formed by two Dioceses may 
be dissolved by action of the Bishop and Convention of either Dio- 
cese, but a Metropolitan Council formed by three or more Dioceses 
may not be dissolved without the concurrent action of the Bishop 
and Diocesan Convention or Executive Council of a majority of the 
member Dioceses. 


(b) Upon dissolution of the Metropolitan Council, the Secretary 
thereof shall notify the Secretary of General Convention of such 
dissolution, and the territory, program, and functions, which had 
been transferred to the Metropolitan Council, shall revert to the 
member Dioceses. . 


3. Resolved, the House of ______ concurring, That the Execu- 
tive Council be directed, through its appropriate Departments and 
General Divisions, to assist each jurisdiction to undertake a serious 
self-evaluation in terms of the Criteria for a Viable Diocese. 
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Annex A 


A Viable Overseas Diocese 


The question of defining a viable Diocese in terms of the Church’s 
overseas responsibility is slightly more complicated than the task of 
making this definition for the domestic scene. 


I. In the United States, the Church dwells within a highly devel- 
oped socio-economic structure. Although it is, of course, necessary 
to face the problems of poverty, illiteracy, sub-standard housing, 
etc., at the same time, these problems are set in the midst of afflu- 
ence, developed technical skills, and strong and experienced govern- 
ment. Community resources with which the Church can associate 
herself are abundant. By and large, the domestic society is confident 
and eager to take on the problems of the 20th Century. 


In her overseas setting the Church has extensive commitments to 
the underdeveloped (or, as they are sometimes called, the develop- 
ing) societies of the world. Therefore, her domestic and overseas 
positions are radically different. This difference will naturally influ- 
ence the Church’s basic structure overseas. Viability in an underde- 
veloped nation will mean something quite different from viability in 
the highly developed and technically skilled society of the United 
States. 


II. Domestically, the Episcopal Church inherits a role in the so- 
cial order which is generally accepted without question. Since the 
Church is expected to be there, her organization and her structure 
can be built on this assumption. In many overseas areas this same 
element of acceptability does not exist. The image of the Church is 
vastly different, and structures parallel to those created for her 
United States witness will not serve. 


III. Historically, the Church in the States has grown on a paro- 
chial base. That is to say, the first function of the Church in the 
United States was to form parish units. Subsequent to this formation, 
the Church began her entry into the fields of education and social 
welfare. Overseas, however, the Church often began at the institu- 
tional level, in order to gain the traditional foot-hold. It appears now 
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that in the future this may continue to be her formula for overseas 
development. It would be interesting to compare the ratio between 
parishes and institutions for social action in the Church at home 
and the Church overseas. One would speculate that in the United 
States the parishes far outnumber the Church’s institutional agen- 
cies. Overseas, it would appear that a much smaller parochial base 
supports a much larger institutional superstructure. 


IV. With regard to ecumenical relationships, the Church in the 
United States can proceed in a much more systematic and orderly 
fashion. Large national denominational planning boards can enter 
into conversations with each other and each directing body can exert 
influence on its regional organizations and local congregations. In 
most overseas jurisdictions these conditions do not prevail. Ecu- 
menical relations and ecumenical action tend to begin locally, and 
in some instances are never endorsed, or are endorsed very slowly, 
by such national planning boards as may exist. 


With differences such as these in mind, the standards of overseas 
viability will be seen to differ widely from those of domestic viability. 


A. The overseas Diocese to be viable should be severely limited 
in size. Our mistake in the past has been that we have applied to 
overseas areas in general the same principle that we applied in the 
last century to the expanding missionary Church on our western 
frontier. Beginning with vast territorial Missionary Districts, the 
smaller Dioceses were gradually whittled out as population in- 
creased and communities developed. This was valid for those 
circumstances. 


In current overseas operations, however, the reverse plan should 
be in effect. Dioceses should begin with very limited jurisdiction. 
Enlargement should come in time, but only after a strong central 
base has been created. The apostolic City-Diocese should be more 
the pattern than the vast 19th-Century Western-United-States 
Missionary District. 


B. The choice should not be made as between favoring the de- 
velopment of parochial life or favoring the development of Christian 
institutions for social action. That is to say, the viable overseas 
Diocese will endeavor to do both at the same time. We cannot wait 


DIOCESAN BOUNDARIES Appendix 15.21 


to develop the strong parochial base before launching into social 
action. Nor is it wise to plunge into social service while disregarding 
completely the traditional forms of parish ministry as the means of 
providing Christian nurture and pastoral care. To do the latter risks 
the possibility of treasuring action and deeds above prayer and 
worship. On the other hand, the underdeveloped society cries out 
now for a much prompter recognition of the need to complete the 
act of prayer and worship with the evidence of love and service. 


Therefore, parish life and community service must somehow be 
linked together chronologically and physically in our overseas wit- 
ness if our ministry is to be efficacious. 


C. Again, the role of the Bishop overseas is not the same as the 
role of his colleague at home. He must expect a different reception 
and be ready to adapt himself to a situation in which the Church 
may never gain the community acceptance which is so normal in 
many parts of the United States. In the smaller Diocese, admin- 
istration through the Bishop’s office should be minimized and his 
role as pastor, teacher, and friend to the community as a whole, 
should loom larger. Released from the burden of heavy admin- 
istration, free to work through minimal rather than maximal struc- 
ture, he should show himself openly to the community as one who 
is available to serve many interests, enter many doors in the name 
of Christ, and serve as a cohesive agent among the many construc- 
tive elements in the local socio-economic order. For this task he 
should be trained. The development of his skill and insight is 
essential to the viability of the Diocese. 


D. To assist the Bishop, the viable overseas District will have a 
task force, which will include lay and clerical skills upon which the 
Bishop can call as he sees fit. Because of the diverse skills available 
within this group, some modification of episcopal authority will have 
to be made. The Bishop will co-ordinate and, as the chief apostolic 
officer, will learn how best to use the judgment and special knowl- 
edge of those associated with him. This may mean surrendering to 
them important opportunities for decision-making. This will cer- 
tainly call for flexibility and great comprehension of the common 
task on the part of both the task force and the Bishop. His liturgical 


. 


15.22 Appendix DIOCESAN BOUNDARIES 


role should, under these circumstances, assume a new importance 
as he leads the task force in prayer and worship and provides for 
them the spiritual direction and pastoral care that will enable them 
to “go out” and do the essential task. 


E. The viable overseas Diocese must quickly employ national 
leadership and relinquish in large part the use of the foreign mis- 
sionary. If done in the right way, this process will greatly enhance 
the mutual responsibility and inter-dependence that should prevail 
between an older and a younger Church. 


F. The transfer of responsibility to national leaders must lead the 
younger Church into doing things its own way. Each nation and 
culture has its own style of decision-making. The younger Church 
should be allowed to employ its own national identity in this respect. 


If the transfer of responsibility is done in the wrong way, national 
leaders will continue to have a material dependence on the older 
Church. The younger Church will shape its life, not in accord with 
its own culture and national style, but rather, so mimicking the 
older Church as to win its favor and receive its support. Conse- 
quently, it will live falsely in the shadow of foreign domination. 
The viable overseas Diocese must enjoy real authority and manage- 
ment over its own affairs and be permitted to do things differently. 


Annex B 


“The central characteristic of the world of the late Twentieth 
Century is rapid change. It would be too bad if we were to go 
through the process of diocesan redefinition only to discover that 
the new structure is obsolete at birth. To avoid this, sociological 
trends must be identified and extrapolated so as to do this work 
from a stance which will have some chance of producing results 
viable a generation or two from now.” The Rev. G. H. J. Wood- 
ard, Urban Group Co-ordinator. 


Annex C 


Text of the amendment to Article V. of the Constitution of 
General Convention, proposed at St. Louis, 1964. 
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“That Article V. of the Constitution be, and is hereby, amended 
by the addition, at the end thereof, of a new Section to be num- 
bered Section 8, the same to read as follows: 


Sec. 8. By mutual agreement between the Conventions of two 
adjoining Dioceses, consented to by the Ecclesiastical Authority of 
each Diocese, a portion of the territory of one of said Dioceses 
may be ceded to the other Diocese, such cession to be considered 
complete upon approval thereof by General Convention or by a 
majority of Bishops having jurisdiction in the United States and of 
the Standing Committees of the Dioceses, in accordance with the 
Canons of this Church. Thereupon, the part of the territory so 
ceded shall become a part of the Dioceses accepting the same: The 
provisions of Section 3 of this Article V. shall not apply in such 
case and the Bishop and Bishop Coadjutor, if any, of the Diocese 
ceding such territory shall continue in their jurisdiction over the 
remainder of such Diocese and the Bishop and Bishop Coadjutor, 
if any, of the Diocese accepting cession of such territory shall con- 
tinue in jurisdiction oyer such Diocese and shall have jurisdiction 
in that part of the territory of the other Diocese that has been ceded 
and accepted,” ! 
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Annex E 


LIST OF AREAS WHERE THE METROPOLITAN 
COUNCIL PLAN MIGHT BE WORKABLE 


Diocese Involved. 
Alabama & Atlanta 


Arkansas, Dallas, & Louisiana 


Connecticut & Western 
Massachusetts 


Delaware, New Jersey, Penn- 
sylvania, & Bethlehem 


Washington, D. C., Maryland, & 
Virginia 

Atlanta & Tennessee 

Georgia & Upper South Carolina 

Chicago, Milwaukee, & Northern 
Indiana 


Springfield & Missouri 


Quincy, Iowa, & Springfield 


Kentucky & Indiana 


Cities Involved 


Phenix City, Ala. 
Columbus, Ga. 


Texarkana, Texas 
Texarkana, Ark. 


Hartford, Conn. 
Springfield, Mass. 


Wilmington, Del. 
Chester Co., Pa. 
Allentown, Pa. 
Camden Co., N, J. 


Washington, Baltimore, 
Alexandria 


Walker Co., Ga. 
Chattanooga, Tenn, 


Augusta, Ga. 
Aiken Co., So. Carolina 


Chicago, Kenosha, 
Hammond-Gary 


St. Louis & E. St. Louis 


Peoria, Ill. 
Rock Island, Il. 
Davenport, Ia. 


Henderson, Ky. 
Evansville, Ind. 
Louisville, Ky. 
New Albany, Ind. 


DIOCESAN BOUNDARIES 
Diocese Involved 

Iowa & Nebraska 

West Missouri & Kansas 


Southern Ohio & Lexington 


Southern Ohio, W. Virginia, & 
Lexington 


Louisiana & Texas 


Massachusetts & Rhode Island 


Minnesota & North Dakota 


West Virginia, Pennsylvania, & 


Southern Ohio 


Oregon & Olympia 


Eau Claire & Minnesota 


Virginia & Southern Virginia 


New Jersey, Long Island, New 
York, & Connecticut 
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Cities Involved 


Council Bluffs, Iowa 
Omaha, Neb. 


Kansas City, Kansas 
Kansas City, Mo. 


Cincinnati, Ohio 
Newport, Ky. 


Lawrence, Ohio 
Huntington, W. Va. 
Ashland, Ky. 


Lake Charles, La. 
Beaumont, Texas 


Boston, Mass. 
Providence, R. I. 


Moorhead, Minn. 
Fargo, N. D. 


Wheeling, W. Va. 
Steubenville, Ohio 


Portland, Oregon 
Vancouver, Wash. 


Superior, Wis. 
Duluth, Minn. 


Richmond, Va. 


Newark, Long Island 
N. Y.C., and Stamford, Conn. 


. 
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Annex F 
Summary of Criteria for a Viable Diocese 


A Viable Diocese— 
1. has at least one Bishop in residence and directing its affairs. 


2. would be composed of a minimum of 30 vital congregations and 
30 clergymen. 


3. has available supportive services in such areas as education, 
social relations, planning, extension, communications, and 
others. 


4. will center in a metropolitan area; and, if it must include other 
urban centers or major geographical barriers, it will provide a 
structure to take these into account. 


5. will provide skilled guidance, including financial support, for 
experimentation and expansion. 


6. will be able to respond to rapid change as it affects its own 
policies and structures, its congregations, and other Church 
activities and institutions; and, whenever it is necessary to 
change, the Diocese will be an effective instrument in change. 


7. will analyze the social, economic, and political factors affecting 
the lives of all the people within its boundaries and provide its 
manpower where the action occurs, and where the decisions are 
being made. 


8. should be able to finance the diocesan office, including the 
expenses of the episcopate and such supportive services as are 
necessary; assume its share of the General Church Program and 
Budget; and provide some “seed” money for experimentation 
and expansion. 


9. will provide the necessary resources for active leadership in 
ecumenical affairs. 
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APPENDIX 16 
REPORT OF 
FORWARD MOVEMENT PUBLICATIONS 


A NEW LOOK 


On November 1, 1964, the Rev. Dr. James W. Kennedy was ap- 
pointed the first Director and the fourth Editor of Forward Move- 
ment Publications. During the past triennium, two new developments 
have added impetus and dimension to the Ministry of the Printed 
Word, both within and outside the Episcopal Church. 


Far and Near 


Beginning January 1, 1965, Forward Movement Publications as- 
sumed responsibility for publishing Make His Name Glorious. This 
devotional guide, directed toward the Mission of the Anglican Com- 
munion, was inspired by the Anglican Congress held in Toronto, 
Canada, 1963. It was conceived and published by the Department 
of World Mission of the Diocese of California, under the authorship 
of the Rev. Dr. Massey H. Shepherd, Jr. At the request of Dr. 
Shepherd, the attempt to further the theme of Mutual Responsibility 
and Inter-dependence, was taken over by Forward Movement Pub- 
lications for world-wide distribution, with a new title. Far and Near 
continued the same general format and content—one page of com- 
mentary, based on an Anglican Lectionary, opposite a page of in- 
formation about some Diocese of the Anglican Communion, accord- 
ing to the order of the Anglican Cycle of Prayer, with appropriate 
intercessions. It continued to be published bi-monthly. Since the 
purpose of this booklet was to further the ideas and goals of Mutual 
Responsibility, the Anglican Church of Canada was approached 
with a view to joint sponsorship. Canada responded enthusiastically, 
and, beginning January 1, 1966, the Canadian post-Toronto devo- 
tional booklet, Our Response to God, was merged with Far and 
Near and became a single publication for use throughout the 
Anglican Communion, under the new title, Our Response to God— 
Far and Near. An inter-Anglican Advisory and Editorial Committee 
was formed as follows: 


The Archbishop of Canterbury, the Primus of Scotland, the 
Archbishop of Wales, the Primate of All Ireland, and the Arch- 
bishop of the West Indies; the Primate of All Canada, the 
Presiding Bishop of the Episcopal Church, the Anglican Execu- 
tive Officer, the Bishop of East Carolina, the Bishop of Huron, 
the Rt. Rev. Henry W. Hobson, the Rt. Rev. Stephen F. Bayne, 
Jr., the Rev. Canon A. H. Davis, the Rev. Canon Roland Hill, 


. 
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the Rev. Canon M. C. Robinson, Mr. Walker Taylor, Jr., and 
the Rev. Dewi Morgan; the Rev. James W. Kennedy, the Rev. 
Canon Charles P. Bishop, Miss Phyllis Cowan, and Miss Jane 
K. Mees. " 


Since its inception, the distribution of Our Response to God— 
Far and Near has gradually increased to almost 100,000 copies 
each issue, and it is now being used in every Province of the 
Anglican Communion. 


Miniature Books 


The second new emergent during the past triennium was the 

launching of Forward Movement Miniature Books. In September, 
1965, the series of inexpensive, small, paperback books, was begun, 
with eight titles, selected because of their high quality, lasting worth, 
and readability. In two years, the initial eight titles have expanded 
to twenty-eight, with over one million copies in print, ranging over 
a wide field of content. Some of the books are reprints, which the 
authors have revised and brought up-to-date; such as C. H. Dodd’s 
New Testament Triptych, and John Hadham’s Good God. Others 
are new and prepared especially to be released first as a Miniature 
Book; namely, David H. C. Read’s Whose God is Dead?, the 
Rt. Rev. J. Brooke Mosley’s Christians in the Technical and Social 
Revolutions of Our Time, John Wren-Lewis’ God in a Technologi- 
cal Age, and others. Several have been re-arrangements of books 
already published, with new titles; such as Theodore P. Ferris’ For 
Adults Only, originally published under the title When I Became a 
Man, and Sarah Patton Boyle’s The Back Together Heart, from her 
book The Desegregated Heart. A number of titles have appeared in 
the ecumenical context of our time; namely, COCU, Principles of 
Church Union, Consultation on Church Union 1967, All in Each 
‘Place by Emma Lou Benignus, God’s Church—Not Ours by Paul 
Carlson, and The New Worship Handbook. Each title was selected, 
published, or republished, only because it was thought to have 
great merit, that it was interesting, and that it had a contribution to 
make today. 

The Miniature Book venture, which someone has called “‘Theol- 
ogy for the millions”, has caused a minor revolution in reading and 
studying among the laity in the Episcopal Church and beyond. De- 
signed to sell on parish tract-racks and priced at twenty-five cents 
per copy, with quantities of 100 at only fifteen cents per copy, 
usually 96 or 128 pages in length, they have proved to be the best 
book-buy of the day. A new Tract Rack has been designed for the 
display of Forward Movement Publications books and booklets. 
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Forward Day by Day 


Forward Day by Day is still thé best seller of all Forward Move- 
ment Publications, with some 400,000 copies of each issue distrib- 
uted around the world, and with editions in Japanese, Portuguese, 
Spanish, and Braille, as well as in English. In a slightly larger size, 
with carefully selected writers and attractive covers, this standard 
devotional manual of the Episcopal Church continues to carry on 
the original spirit of the Forward Movement, with its emphasis on 
renewal and the following of “The Disciples’ Way’’. The authors are 
still anonymous—bishops, priests, or lay persons—and they cover 
a broad spectrum of the Church’s life. 


Catalogue 
Another “New Look” during the triennium was the development 
of a catalogue, issued twice a year, with titles arranged both alpha- 
betically and topically, and a new order blank. These have made 
the task of finding and ordering the desired titles much easier for 
clergymen and book-stall chairmen, and the orders much easier to 
write up in the business office. 


PUBLISHER FOR PARISH AND PEOPLE 


A wide range of titles of books and booklets for parishes and 
people continues to be published, new titles vying with old for atten- 
tion and use. A few best-selling perennials continue to move un- 
diminished, such as Prayers New and Old, and Prayers For All Oc- 
casions (both now published in a British edition), but many new 
titles appear each year in an attempt to fill in the gaps and to meet 
the needs of the clergy and people in the context of present and 
changing situations. 

An important development during the past triennium has been 
the addition of general titles for ecumenical use, such as the three 
Miniature Books for the Consultation on Church Union already 
mentioned, and All in Each Place, a guide to local ecumenicism, as 
well as Bishop Mosley’s book, which was chosen as the inter- 
denominational follow-up of the World Council’s Geneva Confer- 
ence on Church and Society (translated into French, German, 
Dutch, Spanish, Portuguese, and Russian). 

Forward Movement Publications are widely quoted in books, 
magazines, and newspapers. 


Braille Forward 


The Braille edition of Forward Day by Day, made possible by 
many generous gifts, is distributed without cost, upon request, to any 
blind person in the world. 
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Policy and Practice 


As a non-profit organization, Forward Movement Publications 
prices every item at almost cost, allowing only sufficient profit to 
cover overhead and shipping. This low-cost publishing is made pos- 
sible by large editions (a minimum of 25,000 copies of each title) 
and quantity sales, 

The Business and Editorial Offices are in Cincinnati, Ohio, oc- 
cupying the top floor of the office building of the Diocese of South- 
ern Ohio at 412 Sycamore Street, where all orders are processed by 
a staff of fourteen persons, while all printing and shipping are cen- 
tered in the J. W. Clement Company, Buffalo, New York. This 
plant prints half of The Reader’s Digest, all the Pocket Books, and 
many other paperbacks and magazines, running the year round, 
night and day. They have been the Forward Movement Publications 
printers for twenty-seven years. A large storage and shipping room 
is devoted exclusively to Forward Movement Publications with a 
crew of six busily engaged in filling orders. The crew must be aug- 
mented five times a year, to at least double strength, to send out the 
13,000 samplings to the clergy in the United States and Canada. 


The Rt. Rev. Henry W. Hobson, the original head of the Forward 
Movement back in 1934, is still Chairman of the Executive Com- 
mittee, which includes, in addition, the Director and Editor and 
three laymen—Mr. Glenn A. Biggs, Mr. Paul D. Myers, and Mr. 
Stanley M. Rowe, Jr. Forward Movement Publications is still re- 
sponsible direct to the Presiding Bishop, to whom is reported 
annually the progress of the work. 

The Rev. Robert B. Mason has been secretary throughout almost 
twenty-five years of faithful service, and has assisted all four Editors. . 
Mrs. Ruth Kaestner, the excellent Office and Business Manager, 
has served in some capacity or other ever since she began as a teen- 
ager, helping wrap packages of Forward Day by Day back in the 
early days when all shipping was made from the basement of the 
old diocesan building in Cincinnati. 

The Cincinnati Art Museum and School of Design provides a 
talented art staff for the creation of all cover-designs and the plan- 
ning of all lay-outs, with Barron Krody as chief consultant. 


Seminary Contacts 


At least once every three years, the Director and Editor visits the 
Episcopal and Anglican Seminaries in the U.S.A. and Canada, to 
hold seminars and workshops on the teaching and pastoral aids 
provided by Forward Movement Publications. In many cases, he 
is invited to preach and to meet with the faculty, as well as with 
the students. Tract-racks are provided for seminaries where they 


FORWARD MOVEMENT Appendix 16.5 


would be helpful and kept up-to-date. Each Spring, all seniors are 
sent a letter with a catalogue and order-blank, offering a few free 
samples of current titles for use when they begin work in a parish. 


With St. Paul, Foward Movement Publications attempts “to be 
all things to all men”, with something in print for all types of 
Churchmanship, all variations of theological viewpoint from con- 
servative to liberal, and every conceivable pastoral and teaching 
need, 


THE FORWARD MOVEMENT STORY 


The Rev. Canon Gilbert P. Symons, the first Editor of The 
Forward Movement, presented to the 55th General Convention, 
meeting in Philadelphia, Pennsylvania, in 1946, a booklet entitled, 
Twelve Years of the Forward Movement Reviewed, 1934-1946. At 
the 62nd General Convention, another booklet will be presented, 
written by the Rt. Rev. Henry W. Hobson, former Bishop of 
Southern Ohio (1931-1959) and leading spirit of the Forward 
Movement in all its phases from 1934, when the first Joint Com- 
mission on a Forward Movement was established by the 51st Gen- 
eral Convention, meeting in Atlantic City in the depths of the 
Great Depression. 


The booklet will contain The Forward Movement Story, 1934- 
1967. Bishop Hobson is the only person who could have written 
the whole history of the Movement from its inception to the present. 
His only regret is that so much has had to be left out. 


Someone has pointed out how similar is the conception of Mutual 
Responsibility and Inter-dependence in the Body of Christ, inaugu- 
rated at the Anglican Congress of 1963, to the directive given to 
that first Joint Commission on a Forward Movement, back in 1934; 
namely, to re-invigorate and rehabilitate the life of the Church, 
together with a quite kindred commitment to Mission and Renewal. 


Bishop Hobson begins his story with these words: 


Dire emergencies often raise up leaders who, in a time of 
confusion, restore order and give men hope for the future. 
In 1934, our Church faced a serious emergency. The Depres- 
sion, which began in 1929, had cut so deeply into the income 
of the Church that much of its important work had been dras- 
tically curtailed, and even more crippling reductions were 
threatened. Not only the General Church, but many Dioceses 
and Parishes, had run up heavy debts. An atmosphere of 
hopelessness prevailed. Even worse was the tendency to criti- 
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cize and depreciate the officers of the Church and those serving 
on the National Council.-The hostile attitude of many people 
was the result of an unfortunate dilemma which confronted 
the Church. The General Convention of: 1931 had overesti- 
mated the income which might be available, and adopted a 
budget which could not be met by what the Church gave. At 
the same time, the Convention ordered the National Council 
to adopt a pay-as-you-go basis and keep out of debt. When 
the Council tried to balance the budget it was impossible with- 
out withdrawing Missionaries and cutting salaries below what 
would provide minimum living costs. Feeling that it would be 
wrong to do this, the Council chose, rather, to violate the 
orders of the General Convention by going into debt. This 
resulted in widespread criticism of the Church’s officers and 
the Council. A vicious circle was created as Church members 
reduced or stopped giving because of distrust of those respon- 
sible for the programs of the Church. 


The fascinating story of how this emergency was met by a group 
of devoted Bishops, other clergymen, and laymen should be read by 
every Bishop, Deputy, and Delegate to the Triennial, at least. 


The story concludes, as it should, on a note of optimism and 
hope. 


The Forward Movement is not an organization. A few 
people give full time to directing what it seeks to do, but they 
are only a tiny nucleus of a vast company made up of all fol- 
lowers of our Lord who seek to follow His Way. There is 
nothing new about it, because it has been going on since Christ 
said to the first members of the Church, “Go ye into all the 
world’, for that was certainly a command to share in the 
Forward Movement. If the activities presented in this little his- 
tory have made some contribution to the Forward Movement 
of our day, those who have had the privilege of sharing in them 
are humbly thankful to Him who above provides the guidance 
and strength to follow the Disciples’ Way. We face dark times, 
as Christians often have through much of the Church’s life, but 
the Forward Movement of the Church will continue until the 
final victory is won, for “the gates of hell shall not prevail 
against it”. 

THE FUTURE 


What lies ahead in the next triennium for Forward Movement 
Publications? Already, plans are being developed for an expansion 
of translations of both books and booklets into Portuguese and 
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Spanish. In co-operation with the United Church of Canada, the 
Diocese of Montreal, and an advisory committee in Paris, France, 
plans are under way to translate and publish some materials in 
French. 

For some time, the possibility of a large-type edition of Forward 
Day by Day has been contemplated, and it is hoped that at least 
some progress can be made soon in this area. 

Forward Movement Miniature Books will continue to add titles 
which will be useful for the Church at large. Many new titles will 
be discovered and published, and some old titles will be dropped 
when their usefulness has ceased. 


FACTS AND FIGURES 

A summary of facts and figures for the past triennium: 

New Booklet Titles—98 

Reprints of Old Titles—82 

New Forward Movement Miniature Book Titles—28 

New Tract-Racks Sold—218 

Total Number of New Booklets Produced—3,040,141 

Total Number of Old Titles Reprinted—2,287,165 

Total Number of Miniature Books Printed—1,096,165 

Total Number of Copies of Forward Day by Day Distributed— 
6,258,062 

Total Number of Copies of Our Response to God—Far and Near 
Distributed—1,305,677 

Total Cost of Braille Edition Distributed—$7,709.69 

Total Number of Subscriptions to Forward Day by Day—12,000 
per issue 

Total Number of Parish Standing Orders—5,770 per issue 

Total Number of Subscriptions to Response to God—Far and Near 
—1,600 per issue 

Total Number of Parish Standing Orders—1,800 per issue 

Total Worth of Booklets, Distributed Without Cost to Hospitals, 
Prisons, Other Institutions, and the Armed Forces—$43,497.88 

Total Number of College Calendars Sold (both Annual and Aca- 
demic )—111,633 

RESOLUTION 


Resolved, The House of con- 
curring, That the Presiding Bishop be authorized to continue the 
Forward Movement Publications under his supervision, and to ap- 
point such staff members and committees as may be required to 
maintain the program. 
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APPENDIX 17 


REPORT OF THE TRUSTEES OF THE 
GENERAL THEOLOGICAL SEMINARY 


In accordance with Article II. of the Constitution of the General 
Theological Seminary, the Board of Trustees respectfully submits to 
the General Convention copies of the Proceedings of the Board for 
the years 1965, 1966, and 1967. Copies have also been sent to all 
members of the Joint Committee on the General Theological Semi- 
nary of the Convention. The Proceedings contain, in detail, the 
financial, educational, and administrative records for the period since 
the last General Convention. 


In addition, the Board begs leave to present the following Report 


THE STATE OF THE SEMINARY 


This Seminary, and all seminaries of the Church, must soon make 
important decisions about the shape of theological education in the 
coming decade. 


e Rising financial pressures alone make the cost of theo- 
logical education so high that the Church must question the 
wisdom of maintaining eleven seminaries when five or six might 
suffice. 


¢ Ecumenical developments raise the question of possible 
mergers, federations, or shared facilities, among the theological 
schools. 


¢ Changed circumstances in the life of the Church require 
changes in teaching methods and emphases. 


The following observations indicate some of the current thinking 
and planning of the General Theological Seminary, in response to 
the challenge of the times. It is typical, we believe, of the concerns 
of most of the seminaries of the Church. 
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Curriculum 


With only minor alterations to the core-curriculum in the Old 
and New Testaments, Theology (including Dogmatics and Apolo- 
getics), and Church History, and indeed with a stronger emphasis 
on the relevance of those disciplines in establishing the Christian 
identity in a revolutionary world, the Faculty is moving towards 
greater flexibility in the methods of teaching, and greater lee-way 
for the superior student to meet the basic requirements, while de- 
veloping his own special talents. 


Assuming that there is no critical shortage of clergymen for the 
conventional tasks of the Church, and that auxiliary ministries and 
new forms of training will be developed for some of the more spe- 
cialized tasks, the General Theological Seminary, while encouraging 
average students to apply, will offer incentives to superior students, 
including a head-start on graduate work while they complete their 
requirements for the S.T.B. 


Style of Life 


The Seminaries are becoming aware that the traditional pattern 
of seminary life does not correspond to the needs of the present-day 
entering student. 


It can no longer be assumed that a student knows the Bible, is 
nurtured by the Prayer Book, and has strong habits of personal 
devotion, unimpeachable ethical standards, and a deep acquaintance 
with the structure of the Episcopal Church, when he enters the Close 
on Chelsea Square. But the Seminary does assume all this, and 
attempts to build the student’s professional education on a founda- 
tion which is often very shaky. 


Both in the classroom and the chapel, and also in the non-academic 
and non-liturgical aspects of his community life, the student must 
receive help in the formation of a personal synthesis of the historic 
faith and the terms of life of his own generation. 


The Seminary has tried to meet the need, in part, by some changes 
in the chapel-schedule and liturgics, and by making Field Education 
a more integral part of the educational experience. Also, starting 
this academic year, small groups, led by experienced parish clergy- 
men, drawn from the varied forms of the city ministry, will meet 
weekly to review and evaluate their classroom- and field-experience 
as it affects their own spiritual development and witness. 
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Wider Relationships 


The Metropolitan Association of Theological Seminaries was 
founded this year, after a week’s consultation at Princeton Seminary, 
under the auspices of the Fund for Theological Education. The 
Association includes Anglican, Protestant, Roman Catholic, and 
Orthodox seminaries in the vicinity of New York City. 


¢ Exchanges of information about faculty-appointments and 
curriculum-plans are already in effect through an informal 
newsletter. 


e There are discussions in progress towards the mutual use 
of libraries. 


e There is some discussion of the sharing of the gifts of 
faculty members who are outstanding in their fields. 


e There are constant and enthusiastic mutual visits among 
the students of the seminaries. 


It is expected that many more mutually profitable forms of co- 
operation will develop. 


In Conclusion 


These emphases and plans are not unique to the General Theo- 
logical Seminary: they are reported as evidences of contemporary 
trends among all the Church’s seminaries. With them, the General 
Theological Seminary eagerly awaits the Church’s response to the 
report of the Committee for a Study of Theological Education in the 
Episcopal Church. 


The times require the closest possible co-operation among the 
seminaries, and between the seminaries and the Bishops and the 
people of the Church, for recruitment policies, teaching emphases, 
and financial support. 


Respectfully submitted, 


SAMUEL J. WYLIE 
Dean 
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APPENDIX 18 
REPORT OF THE JOINT COMMISSION 
ON THE MINISTRY OF HEALING 


INTRODUCTION 
Membership 


Subsequent to the adjournment of the 1964 General Convention, 
at which the Joint Commission on the Ministry of Healing was con- 
tinued, the presiding officers of the two Houses appointed the mem- 
bership thereof, as follows: 


Rt. Rev. Wilburn C. Campbell, D.D., of West Virginia 
Rt. Rev. George W. Barrett, D.D., of Rochester 

Rt. Rev. Allen J. Miller, Ph.D., of Easton 

Rev. Don H. Gross, Ph.D., of Pittsburgh 

Rev. Rollin J. Fairbanks, D.D., of Massachusetts 

Rey. Franklin W. Young, Ph.D., of New Jersey 

Dean K. Brooks, M.D., of Oregon 

Bertha P. Rodger, M.D., of Newark 

William Sheppe, M.D., of Virginia 


Bishop Miller resigned because of illness, and was replaced by the 
Rt. Rev. Earl M. Honaman, D.D., of Harrisburg, in 1965. The 
Rev. Dr. Young did not participate in the work of the Commission. 


Organization 


The Joint Commission organized by electing Bishop Campbell 
Chairman and the Rev. Dr. Gross Secretary. 


Results of a Survey 


The Commission initiated its work by conducting a survey of 
selected members of the medical profession, other scientists, and 
persons interested in the healing ministry, asking their views con- 
cerning the nature of health, disease, and the healing process. The 
Commission has studied the various statements received from the 
physicians, psychiatrists, and others engaged in the healing profes- 
sions, to whom the questions had been addressed, and have con- 
sidered their implications for the healing ministry of the Church, 
having in mind the theological standards of the Anglican Com- 
munion. 
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The Commission begins its report with a warning of Hollings- 
head, quoted by Dr. David G. Berger, Institution Research Co- 
ordinator of the Oregon State Board of Control. 


When an investigator looks hard enough for an explanation of some- 
thing he sees or thinks he sees, he usually finds it. In the process he may 
create a myth, mistake it for reality, then vehemently defend his position. 
Meanwhile, the search for knowledge is diverted. 


Such caution is indeed admirable, and the warning has been 
much in the minds of the Commission as it has explored the laby- 
rinths of speculation, definition, and affirmation, which our medical 
colleagues and their associates in closely related disciplines have 
assembled. 


The statements provide interesting reading; sometimes exciting 
and often provocative. Some of the authorities consulted sharply 
questioned the soundness, perhaps even the integrity, of the whole 
line of inquiry. Much of the material has been treated in previous 
studies and gives the impression of being more appropriate as 
resource-material for articles and books on the various. aspects of 
health and disease than for an official report to General Conven- 
tion. A great deal of it was pre-supposed in the report of the Joint 
Commission to the General Convention of 1964. Some of the re- 
ports, however, seem to present the problems of health, disease, 
and healing in fresh ways and with insights that can be related to 
those of theology—systematic, apologetic, and ascetical. 


Towards a Theology of Healing 


Yet the Commission hesitates from putting a unique Anglican 
label to the theology which is emerging. Anglican theology is eclectic 
rather than confessional, just as the Anglican form of Christianity 
rests upon a worshipping community more than on distinctive Arti- 
cles of Religion. We trace our lineage through all ages of Christian 
thought. We are heirs both of the Catholic tradition and of Refor- 
mation insights, and we welcome truth from all sources. We are at 
home with Augustine, Thomas Aquinas, and Hooker; we have been 
strongly influenced by Calvin, Luther, and Wesley. With other 
Christian communions, we find current theological differences to 
exist more within Churches than between them. Perhaps our very 
breadth makes Anglicanism, at least at its best, open to more facets 
of Christian truth, as Reinhold Niebuhr once generously implied. 
This openness and breadth inevitably has a marked effect on the 
total ministry, and not least on the healing ministry. And the Angli- 


can emphasis on sacramental grace speaks profoundly to needs that 
involve man in his wholeness. 
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Theological Assumptions 


The Commission’s evaluation of the theological aspects of the 
reports is conditioned, then, by a few doctrinal pre-suppositions 
or assumptions. These assumptions are not uniquely Anglican, 
although there may be ways of putting them that are more charac- 
teristically Anglican than others. Nor are the assumptions neces- 
sarily compatible with all the expectations of some of those now 
committed to a healing ministry. 


Among the assumptions are the following: 


1. God is the creator of all life. Human beings are made for 
personal relationships with him, both in this world and in 
eternity. Therefore, man’s ultimate destiny is not restricted to 
this world. 


2. God has given man freedom to respond to or to refuse 
his love, to give it or withhold it from himself and others, 
although the degree of freedom may vary in different individ- 
uals and situations. 


3. Sin is the brokenness and lostness in which man lives, 
because of his universal refusal to live in obedient faith and 
his persistence in himself playing God. There is at least some 
reason to believe that this brokenness infects other aspects of 
nature, as well as human life, and that, therefore, it is related 
to suffering and disease. On the other hand, disease may be a 
result of the freedom God has allowed to all his creation. The 
Commission, however, would disavow attempts to “explain” 
the problem of evil, and denies that illness is necessarily due 
to conscious sin. 


4. In Jesus Christ, God becomes uniquely involved in 
human life, shares men’s sufferings, and brings to mankind 
a new and immense dimension of forgiveness, healing, recon- 
ciliation, and power. In his healing ministry, Jesus reveals to 
man the unmistakable truth that God wills him to be healthy 
and whole; and Christ has commissioned his Church to create 
the environment in which man can be healed. 


5. Because man continues to sin, even though redeemed, 
healing in this world is never complete. We continue to live 
in hope of God’s kingdom, but until that kingdom fully comes, 
no man will be completely whole. 


6. God intends all life on this earth to end with physical or 
biological death. Eternal life is a new, resurrected life, rather 
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than a continuation of this mortal life. Eternal life is here and 
now as well as forever. It is a newness of life, a new dimension 
and quality of life. We believe that it is everywhere available 
to those who have been baptized into the Body of Christ. In 
the Creeds, we profess our faith; not in immortality, but in 
resurrection and the life of the world to come. This somewhat 
mythological language is significant in any approach to the 
healing ministry. 


With these assumptions in mind, the Commission proceeds to 
consider certain topics which have implications both for Christian 
theology and for the viewpoints expressed in the reports. 


WHOLENESS 


In the most advanced medical circles, a widening concept of 
health is developing. Instead of drawing a sharp line between health 
and disease, medical doctors have moved their attention from the 
negative to the positive aspects of health, so that the question being 
asked is, ‘““What is a human being really like in his totality, in his 
inter-action with society?” Medicine is moving away from being pri- 
marily only a science into including a broad philosophy. The mal- 
adjusted person is being considered in his total environment rather 
than merely as a biological mechanism. Health, then, involves an 
attitude of living and the question, how one interacts with people 
and circumstances; so that style of life and personality-development 
are vital factors. Thus, the pastoral ministry becomes essential in 
dealing with health, religion assumes a large role, and courses in 
philosophy are considered important for medical students. In one 
instance, part of the medical training consists of having the students 
live with families in the community. Such movements toward re- 
ligion, philosophy, and community-participation are of particular 
import for the future. 


What is Health? 


As has been mentioned above, this Commission has asked a 
number of physicians to comment on the definition of health, and 
from their reports it is clear that health is best and briefly defined 
in terms of functional wholeness. One of the best of such definitions, 
submitted without identification, is stated in two sentences, 


Health is the capacity to function in a creative, integrated, and on- 
going fashion with oneself, with others, and with one’s universe. Its 
parameters, therefore, range from the minutely bio-chemical to the 
infinitely philosophical. 


HEALING Appendix 18.5 


Christian theology, surely, would agree with such a definition, 
although it would define the “infinitely philosophical parameters” 
more precisely and say that a healthy person is one with a capacity 
to function in a creative, integrated, and on-going fashion with one- 
self, with others, and with God, whose nature and will are revealed 
in all of life. 


Disease 


From this definition, it would follow that disease (dis-ease) is 
anything that breaks the wholeness, regardless of its source or 
nature. Obviously, some disease is inevitable, even beneficial, in an 
imperfect world, as will be seen later. For the Christian, the “sick- 
ness unto death” is not necessarily the illness that leads to the death 
of the body, but, rather, the sickness that prevents man from func- 
tioning as a child of God and a fellow-worker with him. 


Health and Maturity 


Both the reports and Christian theology also stress the fact that 
health is closely related to growth and maturity. So, St. Paul writes 
to the Philippians, “It is my prayer that your love may abound more 
and more with knowledge and all discernment.” The author of the 
Epistle to the Ephesians states, “We are to grow up in every way 
into him who is the head, into Christ.” The blessing bestowed in 
Confirmation contains the supplication that the one confirmed may 
“daily increase in thy Holy Spirit more and more until he come unto 
thy everlasting kingdom.” 


The Christian goal of health was also stated by Jesus in the 
words, “You therefore must be perfect as your heavenly Father is 
perfect.” “Perfect” here does not mean moral rectitude or even sin- 
lessness so much as it means wholeness, completeness, and integrity 
—qualities associated with the character of God and traits fully 
demonstrated by our Lord in his ministry. The same root-word ren- 
dered “perfect” in the preceding quotation was uttered by Jesus 
from the cross in a saying translated, “It is finished.” 


The Commission would voice the warning that Christian healing 
must not be construed in terms too exclusively “religious,” because 
it has affinities with what Dietrich Bonhoeffer called “religionless 
Christianity”. Bonhoeffer wrote, in Letters and Papers from Prison, 


God is teaching us that we must live as men who can get along very 
well without him. . . . The God who makes us live in this world with- 
out using him as a working hypothesis is the God before whom we are 
ever standing. Before God and with him we live without God. 
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Our Lord rarely spoke about the presence of God, but he did 
teach much about watching and being faithful in what seemed to be 
God’s absence (e.g., The Parable of the Talents and the story of 
the Last Judgment in Matthew 25). Christian maturity obviously 
requires prayer and devotion, but not the devotion of docile sheep 
or immature children, for we are addressed as fellow-workers with 
God. In the words of Professor Arthur Jores, M.D., of Hamburg, 
Germany, in a paper presented in 1964 to the International Seminar 
on Medicine of the Person, “Man as a partner of God is a great 
conception which fills us with awe.” Here, surely, is the wellspring 
of our prayers and devotions. Too often the immature pray to God 
as if he were a cosmic bellhop. 


Health and wholeness involve, then, a certain mature independ- 
ence within man’s ultimate dependence. And the “whole” Christian 
will know our Lord’s cry of dereliction on the cross. Credulity that 
has no place for doubt and uncertainty must not be mistaken for a 
faith that is mature and strong enough to undergird a life. 


Corporate Wholeness 


While we usually think of healing as directed toward individuals, 
wholeness must include the individual’s relationship to others and 
to the whole of society. One cannot be whole by himself, just as one 
cannot be Christian by himself. 


A Christian cannot achieve wholeness without functioning as a 
Christian, without obedience to mission in his outreach to others, 
whether they are Christian or non-Christian, because mission is 
directed to the world rather than to the Church. Thus, a Christian 
concerned with mission who is physically weak and frequently ill 
is more nearly whole and a healthier person than one who tries to 
manipulate healing power for his own sake, even though the latter 
may succeed in doing so. The physician who contracts a tropical 
disease while serving in a mission hospital may be a healthier Chris- 
tian than a clergyman renowned for his ability to heal the sick. 
A worker for civil rights who damages his body by sleeplessness, 
exposure, under-nourishment, perhaps beating and receiving of gun- 
shot wounds, may be a more obedient and whole person than an 
invalid restored to health in a segregated parish church. We recall 
the agony of Jesus in the garden of Gethsemane, with its bloody 
sweat, and we remember that he who healed many sick persons was 
himself crucified in weakness, dying sooner than the thieves who 
hung beside him. 
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In an article in Ministerium Medici entitled, “A Doctor’s Ap- 
proach to Spiritual Healing’’, Dr. Stafford-Clark wrote, 


_ We must not make it appear that God’s supreme purpose in creation 
is the health of our bodies nor even necessarily of our minds. Only when 
it serves the purpose of his kingdom can we safely claim it. 


In the early Church, the ministry of healing had an important 
place: 


God has appointed in the Church first apostles, second prophets, third 
teachers, then workers of miracles, then healers, helpers, administrators, 
speakers in various kinds of tongues. (J Cor. 12:28, RSV) 


Our Lord regarded himself primarily as one who proclaimed and 
established the kingdom of God on earth, of which kingdom heal- 
ing was one of the signs. 


SUFFERING 


The comments of the doctors in the Commission’s survey give no 
support to the notion that God sends suffering as a punishment for 
sin; except, of course, to the extent that one can bring suffering 
upon himself in certain situations. But there are statements in the 
reports that warn against the danger of under-estimating the extent 
to which God may use suffering for his good purposes, given the 
world as it is. 


Uses of Suffering 


In their paper, Some Definitions of Health and Disease (which is 
to be understood in terms of a strictly medical approach), Dr. 
Nicholas Padis, Dr. James R. Harris, and the Rev. George C. 
Anderson state, 


In many medical and psychiatric conditions, to interfere with the proc- 
ess of suffering is, in actuality, to interfere with the restorative process 
the body or the mind is undergoing. For example, in psychotherapy, to 
completely remove the patient’s anxiety and suffering will usually result 
in paralyzing the patient’s motivation and allow him to remain in the 
state of sickness. In medicine, to remove the patient’s fever will, some- 
times, interfere with the curative process in the body. Psychiatrically 
speaking, anxiety is an extremely important concept. Anxiety, for ex- 
ample, can be used as the driving force of all illness. Yet, anxiety can 
also be thought of as the necessary ingredient toward health. . . t 


It must be emphasized that both pain and suffering, physical or mental, 
can exist in the service of the total development of the healthy indi- 
vidual. Psychologically, it is well known that a certain amount of suffer- 
ing is necessary for proper psychological and physiological maturity and 
growth. It is recognized that suffering is necessary before people can 
learn . . . to become mature. 
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On a larger scale, the anxiety and pain suffered by many sensitive 
persons in their awareness of social injustice, war, and poverty, are 
undoubtedly part of the price of achieving justice and peace, as well 
as the cost of personal health for those so concerned—health that 
is found both in their becoming involved in social struggle and in 
their awareness of the involved and forgiving concern of God. 


GRACE 
“.. to help in time of need” 


Grace may be one of the shopworn theological words that has 
little meaning, even for most modern Christians; but there is no sub- 
stitute for it in describing the facets of God’s encounter with man, 
and we find that the reality of such grace underlies much of what 
the doctors state about the healing process. Dr. Paul Tournier is 
of the opinion that the Bible represents healing as a symbol of 
redemptive grace and a manifestation of it. God’s grace is shown 
in the forgiveness that accepts us as we are. So, Dr. Paul Tournier 
stresses the importance of confession: 

Without neglecting the good effects of sympathy, exhortation, advice, 
and doctrinal teaching, I am convinced that, from the medical point of 
view, none of these can be compared in importance with confession. 

He goes on to speak of functional and organic lesions that were the 
direct consequence of unresolved remorse and how abruptly they 
may disappear or be reduced after confession, even clearing up over- 
night. This is impressive evidence, even though it may contain ele- 
ments of over-statement or undue generalization. 


Dr. Paul Tournier has said, 


There is an isolation of suffering. It is not only the feeling that no one 
understands, but that others actually misunderstand and this makes it 
worse. Hidden suffering is worst of all. It increases injury. The sufferer 
has an immense need to be accepted again. Then he feels understood. 
. .. To know God is to accept him and to be accepted by him. This 
intimate, personal relationship can restore man.” 


Dr. James R. Harris has put this in less obviously religious terms 
when he says, 


We would ask for strength to conquer the disease which interferes 
with our fulfillment and to understand the disease which cannot be over- 
come; to utilize the disease which cannot be overcome in the service of 
our total development; and to utilize both the healthy and diseased parts 
of our body and our personality toward an over-all total development 
toward maturity and understanding.” 





1 As recorded in lecture notes taken by Dr. Bertha Rodger. 

? Quoted in “Some Definitions of Health and Disease”: Report of a Con- 
ference attended by Nicholas Pardis, M.D., James R. Harris, M.D., and the 
Rev. George C. Anderson, included in the Commission’s Survey of Selected 
Members of the Medical Profession. 
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We also quote these lines from Dietrich Bonhoeffer’s Letters and 
Papers from Prison: 


Christ does not only make men good: he makes them strong too. 


We can claim nothing for ourselves, and yet we may pray for every- 
thing. Our joy is hidden in suffering, our life in death. But all through 
we are sustained in a wondrous fellowship. 


God does not give us everything we want, but he does fulfill his prom- 
ises, i.e., He still remains Lord of the earth and still preserves his 
Church, constantly renewing our faith and not laying on us more than 
we can bear, gladdening us with his nearness and his help, hearing our 
prayers, and leading us along the best and straightest path to himself. 


“Who loses his life...” 


As has been observed, the wholeness of the individual neces- 
sarily includes maturity, and this maturity includes the conviction 
that death, for the Christian, is not the ultimate disaster, but the 
final triumph; not inevitably signifying a failure to heal, but, rather, 
the attainment of that total healing and complete wholeness which 
is impossible on this earth. To seek wholeness while fearing death is 
a self-defeating process. This thought is expressed by Ira Wallach 
in his statement of a psychological paradox: “Too strong an instinct 
for survival can kill a man.” 


All this was well put by the late Paul Tillich: 
The whole personality participates in Eternal Life. 


The Christian emphasis on the body of resurrection also includes a 
strong affirmation of the individual person’s uniqueness. 


Participation in the eternal is not given to the separated individual. 
It is given to him in unity with all others, with mankind, with everything 
living, with everything that has being and is rooted in the divine ground 
of being... 


We do not hope for ourselves alone, nor for those alone who share 
our hope. We also hope for those who had and now have no hope, 
for those whose hopes for this life remain unfulfilled, for those who 
are disappointed and indifferent, for those who despair of life, and 
even for those who have hurt or destroyed life. Certainly if we hoped 
only for ourselves and not also for our world, it would be a poor and 
selfish hope. But as every being comes from the eternal and lives out of 
it here and now, so it returns to the eternal. For God shall be all in all.? 


8In words reported in an Easter meditation in Christianity and Crisis, 
April 4, 1966. 
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STATEMENT TO THE HOUSE OF BISHOPS 


The following Statement was presented by the Chairman of the 
Commission to the House of Bishops, meeting in Wheeling, West 
Virginia, October 23-27, 1966. The report was accepted by the 
Bishops as a guideline for permitting lay persons to participate in 
public Healing Services, but it was their opinion that no canonical 
requirements should be made. 


The Joint Commission has been informed that some Bishops have 
been asked whether laymen should be permitted to participate in public 
Healing Services, including the Laying-on-of-Hands. The Commission is 
aware that Episcopal lay persons have given addresses, and have laid on 
hands for healing, and have counselled, in the context of publicly an- 
nounced Healing Missions in a number of churches. There is also some 
interest in the possibility of appropriate lay participation in regular 
weekly Healing Services. 


The Commission welcomes the full exercise of the lay apostolate, and 
believes it should be carried on with the greatest skill and competence. 
The Commission notes that there is at present no canonical process for 
evaluating and selecting those who might have adequate preparation, 
character, and charismatic gifts, to participate in a public healing min- 
istry that might benefit the suffering. 


Because of their possible deep, emotional, involvements, the responsi- 
bilities of laymen who would act in any liturgical capacity in connection 
with the Healing Ministry seem more difficult than those associated with 
lay-reading, and any attempt to give authorization for such activities 
would seem, therefore, to demand more stringent requirements than for 
lay-reading. 


On the other hand, it is not clear to the Joint Commission that all the 
requirements for Ordination should be imposed before allowing any 
liturgical leadership in a public service emphasizing the Healing Min- 
istry. It is noted that, before Ordination, a layman must have appropriate 
recommendations, probationary periods, psychiatric examination, and 
canonical examinations. The Commission feels that some further study 
would be necessary to determine whether or not a set of suitable canon- 
ical requirements might be developed that would allow the screening of 
laymen who might be permitted certain liturgical functions at public 
Healing Services. 


All the above might also be relevant to other forms of exercising the 
healing ministry by laymen, such as counselling under Church auspices. 


Until proper canonical requirements are evolved, the Healing Com- 
mission recommends three minimum requirements to help to insure 
proper competence: 


(1) Commendation by the priest of the parish in which the lay- 
man is a communicant, 


(2) psychiatric evaluation, and 


(3) annual renewal, by his Bishop, of permission to participate 
in the Healing Ministry. 
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CONCLUSION 
Work of the Commission, 1965-1967 


When the Joint Commission was created, in 1961, its first objec- 
tive was to explore the healing ministry of the Church in rather 
Strict religious thought-patterns, such as “spiritual healing” and 
“healing services”. It soon became apparent that this was too nar- 
row a viewpoint. The Church’s responsibility in the field of healing 
involves all those engaged in the healing profession, for healing 
involves the whole person. The Commission, in its 1964 report, so 
_ Stated and recommended to the General Convention that the Com- 
mission be continued and be charged with a more comprehensive 
study and program. 


The present members of the Joint Commission feel they have 
taken the next step, but it is only a step. The Commission is firmly 
convinced that the Church must continue to involve itself ever more 
deeply in the field of healing. This will mean a larger budget. 


Knowing the present budget limitation, the Commission resisted 
the temptation to call frequent meetings. Its membership stretches 
from the Atlantic to the Pacific. The Commission, at its first meet- 
ing, decided to “make haste slowly” and agreed upon a limited 
objective, which would reduce to a minimum the number of full- 
scale meetings (two) and make maximum use of both the mail and 
the time and talents of the members. This stewardship of time and 
treasure allowed the Commission to operate within the present 
budget, but this is an inadequate approach to a serious subject. 


The present Joint Commission feels that it has been fortunate in 
having competent people available who would donate their time 
and talent to its work. The Commission thanks, in particular, the 
Rev. George C. Anderson, Honorary President of the Academy of 
Religion and Mental Health, and Emily Gardiner Neal, author and 
well-known leader of healing missions, for volunteering their serv- 
ices and contributing many valuable suggestions. However, it also 
feels that the work of such a Commission should be broadened in 
the future and that the name of the Commission should be changed 
to “The Joint Commission on Religion and Health”. This title fits 
better with the name used by other religious bodies. 


Future Tasks 


If the work of a Joint Commission on Religion and Health is to 
develop and deepen, consideration must be given to meetings with 
specialists, who might have to be paid for their time, in addition to 
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transportation. It is also important that the Commission be repre- 
sented at national and international ecumenical conferences where 
outstanding leaders gather to share insights and information in the 
field of healing. Membership in the Academy of Religion and Men- 
tal Health is most desirable. 


A close relationship should be established with the Department 
of Christian Social Relations, through its Executive Secretary of 
Pastoral Services. The House of Bishops might also consider com- 
bining the work of their Committee on Counsel to the Clergy with 
the Commission on Religion and Health. 


A research-and-reference library, with some professional staffing, 
should be another objective of a Joint Commission on Religion and 
Health. 


The National Council of Churches of Christ in America has a 
strong department on religion and health and up to now this Church 
has had no working relationship with it. 


It is for these reasons that the Commission recommends that a 
minimum appropriation of $5,000.00 will be needed to cover the 
expenses of a successor Commission in the ensuing triennium. 


RECOMMENDATIONS 


The Joint Commission on the Ministry of Healing concludes its 
Report with the following recommendations: 


e That the name of the Joint Commission on the Ministry of 
Healing be changed to, “The Joint Commission on Religion and 
Health”. It is felt that this change of title will broaden the base of 
the Commission’s activities and lead to more widespread acceptance 
of its work. 


¢ That the statements made at the conclusion of the 1964 Report 
of the Joint Commission on the Ministry of Healing be re-affirmed. 


¢ That all organizations connected with the Church be extremely 
careful about publications that are released, in order that unneces- 
sary or irresponsible criticisms of the medical profession might not 
produce any sense of separation or estrangement of doctors from 
the Church’s Healing Ministry. General attacks on psychiatry are 
deplored, because the Commission recognizes the valuable contri- 
bution of such medical resources as psycho-analysis and psycho- 
analytically oriented therapy. Nevertheless, the Church must always 
encourage thoughtful and critical evaluation of all professions en- 
gaged in the healing processes. 
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¢ That the General Convention. instruct the Joint Commission 
on Religion and Health, working in consultation with the Standing 
Liturgical Commission and the several Committees on the Prayer 
Book, to prepare an appropriate service or services for the Laying- 
on-of-Hands or Anointing of the Sick, to the end that such service 
or services might become part of a revised Book of Common Prayer. 


¢ That the following Resolutions be adopted: 
Resolutions 


1. Resolved, the House of ______. concurring, That the rec- 
omendations made by the Joint Commission on the Minis- 
try of Healing to this Convention be received and adopted. 


2. Resolved, the House of ________ concurring, That the Joint 
Commission on the Ministry of Healing be continued for 
the next triennium and that it be re-named, “The Joint 
Commission on Religion and Health.” 


3. Resolved, the House of _______ concurring, That the sum 
of $5,000.00 be appropriated, from the budget of the 
General Convention, for the expenses of the Joint Com- 
mission on Religion and Health. 


FINANCIAL REPORT 
Receipts 
Appropriated by the General Convention.......... $2,500.00 
Disbursements 


Expenses incurred for meetings, including 
travel, hotel, meals, etc., for members of 


the Joint Commission .............. $1,922.68 
Postage, supplies, duplicating, addressing, 

secretarial assistance, telephone. ..... 163.50 

Total . Gi chten : HiretieslineZiOOO.LS 
PSP AIICE LE cies her, Skis aia era A nae eT Ao oe 
Respectfully submitted, 

WILBURN C, CAMPBELL ROLLIN J. FAIRBANKS 

GEORGE W. BARRETT DEAN K. BROooKS 

EARL M. HONAMAN BERTHA P. RODGER 


Don H. Gross WILLIAM SHEPPE 
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Large, John E. The Ministry of Healing. New York: Morehouse- 
Barlow, 1959. 

Martin, Bernard. The Healing Ministry in the Church. Richmond: John 
Knox Press, 1960. 

Neal, Emily Gardiner. Where There Is Smoke. New York: Morehouse- 
Barlow, 1967. 

Scherzer, Carl J. The Church and Healing. Philadelphia: Westminster, 
1950. 

Tournier, Paul. A Doctor’s Casebook in the Light of the Bible. New 
York: Harper & Row, 1960. 

Tournier, Paul. The Whole Person in a Broken World. New York: 
Harper & Row, 1964. 


Pastoral Counseling. 


Bier, William C. Personality and Sexual Problems in Pastoral Psychol- 
ogy. New York: Fordham University Press, 1964. 

Dicks, Russell L. Pastoral Work and Personal Counseling. rey. ed. 
New York: Macmillan, 1957. 

Godin, Andre. The Pastor as Counselor. Translated by Bernard Phil- 
lips. New York: Holt, Rinehart and Winston, 1965. 
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IV. 


VI. 


Vil. 


Vil. 


Hiltner, Seward. Pastoral Counseling. Nashville: Abingdon, 1949. 

Laycock, Samuel. Pastoral Counselling for Mental Health. Toronto: 
The Ryerson Press, 1958. 

May, Rollo. The Art of Counseling. New York: Abingdon, 1939. 


Introduction to Emotional Disturbances. 


Dominian, J. Psychiatry and the Christian. New York: Hawthorn 
Books, 1962:' 

Surala, Aarne. The Voice of Illness. Philadelphia: Fortress Press, 1964. 

White, Robert W. The Abnormal Personality. 2nd ed. New York: The 
Ronald Press, 1956. 


. Healing and Medicine. 


Aldrich, C. Knight. An Introduction to Dynamic Psychiatry. New 
York: McGraw-Hill, 1966. 

Braceland, Francis J. and Stock, Michael. Modern Psychiatry. Garden 
City, N. Y.: Doubleday, 1963. 

Colby, Kenneth Mark. A Primer for Psychotherapists. New York: 
Ronald Press, 1951. 

Frank, Jerome B. Persuasion and Healing. Baltimore: Johns Hopkins 
Press, 1961. 

Lorenz, Konrad. On Aggression. Translated by M. Wilson. New York: 
Harcourt, 1966. 


The Church and Mental Health. 


Lambourne, R. A. Community, Church and Healing. London: Darton, 

- Longman & Todd, 1963. 

McCann, Richard V. The Churches and Mental Health. New York: 

~ Basic Books, 1962. 

Oesterreich, T. K. Possession: Demoniacal and Other, among Primitive 
Races, in Antiquity, the Middle Ages and Modern Times. Translated 
by D. Ibberson. New Hyde Park, N. Y.: University Books, 1966. 


Psychology, Religion and Healing. 


Boisen, Anton T. Exploration of the Inner World. New York: Harper 
& Bros., 1962. 

Jung, Carl Gustav. Psychology and Religion: West and East, Vol. XI 
of CoLLECTED Works. New York: Bollingen Series XX, Pantheon 
Books, 1958. 

Weatherhead, Leslie. Psychology, Religion and Healing. New York: 
Abingdon- Cokesbury, 1951, 

White, Victor. God and the Unconscious, Cleveland: Meridian, 1961 


Psychiatry and Religion. 


Freud, Sigmund. Totem and Taboo. Translated by A. A. Brill. New 
York: Random House (1918). 

Hartmann, Heinz. Psychoanalysis and Moral Values. New York: Inter- 
national Universities Press, 1960. 

Klausner, Samuel Z. Psychiatry and Religion. New York: The Free 
Press of Glencoe, 1964. 
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IX. 


Mowrer, O. Hobart. The Crisis in Psychiatry and Religion. New York: 
Van Nostrand, 1961. 

Mowrer, O. H. The New Group -Therapy. New ch Van Nostrand, 
1964. 


Reports. 


The Church’s Ministry of Healing, Report of the Archbishop’s Com- 
mission. London: The Church Information Board, 1958. 

Divine Healing and Co-operation between Doctors and Clergy: Memo- 
randum of evidence submitted by a special committee of the Council 
of the British Medical Association to the Archbishops’ Commission 
on Divine Healing. London: B.M.A., 1956. 

The Healing Church. World Council Studies No. 3. Geneva: World 
Council of Churches, 1965. 

Religion and Hypnosis Meet. Panel Report, The American Society of 
Clinical Hypnosis, 1965. 

The Episcopal Church’s Ministry of Healing: Report of the Joint Com- 
mission on the Ministry of Healing to the General Convention of the 
Episcopal Church, St. Louis, Mo., 1964, with Resolutions adopted. 
New York: George McKay Press, 1964. 

Standing Liturgical Commission of the Protestant Episcopal Church in 
the United States of America: Prayer Book Studies III: The Order 
for the Ministration to the Sick. New York: The Church Pension 
Fund, 1951. 

United Presbyterian Church in the U.S.A. The Relation of the Chris- 
tian Faith to Health. Philadelphia: Office of the General Assembly, 
1960. 

Wholeness. Conference Report, St. Peter’s College, Saltley, England, 
1964. London: S.C.M. Theological College Department. 


. Journals. 


Insight. St. Meinrad, Indiana: Franciscan Fathers of St. Louis Province. 

Journal of Pastoral Care. New York: Council for Clinical Training 
and Institute of Pastoral Care. 

Journal of Religion and Health. New York: Academy of Religion and 
Mental Health. 

Journal for the Scientific Study of Religion. Washington, D.C.: Society 
for the Scientific Study of Religion. 

Pastoral Psychology. Simon Doniger, ed. Manhasset, N. Y.: Meredith 
Publishing Co. 
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REPORT OF THE CHURCH HISTORICAL SOCIETY 
I. 
PERSONNEL AND ACTIVITIES 


The Church Historical Society entered the triennium of 1964-67 
with the optimism of a steadily increasing membership, a balanced 
budget, a significant new publication, and a challenging growth of 
rich materials in its archival collections. At the General Convention 
in St. Louis, the Society sponsored a well-attended dinner, as a 
climax of a day-long program for the association of diocesan His- 
toriographers, and in celebration of its publication of An Anglican 
Turning Point by the Rt. Rev. Stephen F. Bayne, Jr., who was the 
speaker of the occasion. 


Re-organization 


The structural re-organization of the Society had been accom- 
plished at the annual meeting in May, 1964, with the amended By- 
Laws, published in the Historical Magazine of September, 1964 
(Vol. 33, pp. 293-95). Specifically, this re-structure made proper 
provision for membership on the Executive Board, as Officers, of 
the Editor of the Historical Magazine and the Archivist of the 
Society. It also opened the Board to a large representation, by 
allowing the election of long-time members of the Board, who had 
retired from active duties in their several professions, to the rank of 
honorary members. At this meeting, the Rev. Dr. Lawrence L. 
Brown resigned as Treasurer of the Society—to continue, however, 
as Editor of the Magazine—and was succeeded in this office by the 
Rev. Frank S. Doremus, a member of the Seminary faculty in 
Austin. 


Executive Board Members 


The Society has been saddened during the triennium by the death 
of two Board members of long service: Professor Richard G. 
Salomon, Ph.D., of Gambier, Ohio (Feb. 3, 1966), and the Rt. 
Rev. Benjamin M. Washburn, D.D., S.T.D., sometime Bishop of 
Newark (Oct. 16, 1966). The resignation of the Rev. William W. 
Manross, Ph.D., from active membership on the Board has been 
accepted with regret. For many years Dr. Manross served the So- 
ciety, before the removal of headquarters to Austin, as Librarian. 


Following the General Convention of 1964, two of the Con- 
vention’s new officers became members of the Board—the Presid- 
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ing Bishop, the Rt. Rev. John E. Hines, D.D., S.T.D., who suc- 
ceeded Bishop Lichtenberger; and the Rev. Canon Charles M. 
Guilbert, S.T.D., Secretary of the House of Deputies, who suc- 
ceeded the Rev. Canon Samuel N. Baxter, Jr. Other members of 
the Board who have begun service during the past triennium are 
the Bishop of Virginia, the Rt. Rev. Robert F. Gibson, D.D.; Pro- 
fessor Stanford E. Lehmberg, D.Phil., of the history department of 
the University of Texas; and the Rev. John F. Woolverton, Ph.D., 
of the faculty of the Seminary in Alexandria, Virginia. 


Historiographers 


The organization of the diocesan Historiographers, noted in the 
1964 Report to General Convention, has continued to be active, 
and is led by Dr. Nelson R. Burr of the Library of Congress staff and 
a member of the Executive Board. In addition to the meeting in St. 
Louis in 1964, the Historiographers have had two other gatherings 
—one in Washington, D.C., in September, 1965, the other at 
Trinity College, Hartford, Conn., in August, 1966. Another meeting 
is planned in connection with the General Convention of 1967 in 
Seattle. 


Publications 


In addition to the Historical Magazine, the Society published one 
volume of source-materials during the triennium—the papers of the 
Rt. Rev. Stephen F. Bayne, Jr., An Anglican Turning Point, Docu- 
ments and Interpretations (New Series, Sources: Number Two). 
This work includes official reports and unofficial addresses and ar- 
ticles connected with Bishop Bayne’s distinguished service as the 
first Anglican Executive Officer during the years 1960-1964. In view 
of the significance of this work—to which all reviews testify—and 
the promise of its great usefulness in the Church during the tri- 
ennium as pertinent study material for Mutual Responsibility and 
Inter-dependence, the returns from the Society’s investments in it 
have been most disappointing and have led to the financial crisis 
which it has lately faced (see Section IV, Financial Report). The 
Society has been distressed by a deficit of almost $5,000.00 (as 
of September 1, 1966), with a large number of unsold volumes, 
and this has forced it to seek voluntary help in order to meet regular 
budgeted expenses. A further corollary of the situation has been 
the necessity of suspending all further book and pamphlet publica- 
tions by the Society for the foreseeable future. The budget does not 
allow sufficient margin for promotion; nor does the Society’s outlets 
to retail sales agencies make it feasible at the present time to place 
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books on the market. This is most regrettable, in view of the great 
service rendered in past years to historical scholarship by the So- 
ciety’s publications. 


During the triennium, negotiations were undertaken with More- 
house-Barlow, Inc., for the planning of a large and comprehensive 
history of the Episcopal Church, which would be jointly sponsored 
by the Society and that firm. A number of distinguished contribu- 
tors were tentatively selected. But it has been impossible to find a 
solution to the problem of editorship, and many prospective authors 
were very reluctant to engage in such an undertaking. The principal 
reason was that there remains in the archives a. vast amount of 
source material as yet untapped by research, and the Society does 
not have the means to assist scholars in the utilization of it, through 
the aid of research grants. 


Until there are adequate resources, from whatever origin, to get 
the archival material in more accessible and usable form, it will 
not be possible to prepare a proper and significant survey of this 
Church’s history. None of the volumes on the market today, excel- 
lent as they are, have been able to utilize the rich store of unpub- 
lished and unknown manuscript materials in the Society’s archival 
collections. 


Memberships 


Memberships in the Society during the triennium have shown a 
slight decrease,! despite valiant efforts by the staff to publicize the 
work of the Society through such channels as are available. If it be- 
comes necessary to increase membership dues, subscriptions may be 
cut to a greater extent. 


The answer to the problem may be a larger appropriation for 
promotion; ideally, it would involve an endowment campaign to give 
the Society a solid financial basis. 


1 Date Life Annual Subscription Total 
Dec. 31, 1963 92 328 905 1280* 
Dec. 31, 1966 83 136 979 1161** 


(Since 1962 the Society has abandoned the plan of enrolling “Life 
Members”. In 1963 (*), 45 Life Members were also subscribers; in 
1966 (**), 37 Life Members were subscribers. ) 
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Il. 
THE HISTORICAL MAGAZINE 


The Editor expresses his appreciation to associates on the Edi- 
torial Board, the staff of the Society, and the historical fraternity in 
general, for co-operation, which has made possible the continued 
success of the Magazine. 


Professor William A. Clebsch, the able book-section editor, con- 
ceived and carried out by much hard work an annual bibliography, 
which appeared for the first time in the June, 1966, issue. The Rev. 
Frank Sugeno was appointed by the Board of Directors in May, 
1966, as assistant editor of the Magazine. 


During the past triennium, the staff has given some time and 
thought to planning and executing a program to make more people 
aware of the Magazine so that the membership will continue to 
grow. The execution of the program has been limited by a small 
budget, but there has been a net gain of seventy-four members as 
subscribers. 


The flow of fine manuscripts, screened by the Editorial Board, 
has enabled the Editors to make selections of essays of high quality, 
covering an interesting variety of topics. 


The Magazine has lost two members of the Editorial Board by 
death—both of whom had been most helpful in the work: Professor 
Richard G. Salomon of Bexley Hall, Ohio, and Professor J. Harry 
Bennett, Jr., of the University of Texas, Austin. 

—L. L. Brown, Editor. 


Il. 
ARCHIVES 


The work-load in the library and archives of the Church His- 
torical Society has been concentrated during the last three years in 
the arranging of the Papers of the Domestic and Foreign Missionary 
Society. This extensive collection of correspondence, reports, 
minutes, etc., dates from 1820 and is one of the most valuable hold- 
ings in the archives, with its wealth of raw materials for both 
ecclesiastical and social historians. 
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Progress Report on the State of the 
Domestic and Foreign Missionary Society Papers 


The Minute Books of the Domestic and Foreign Missionary So- 
ciety are available in manuscript and on microfilm. 


The Alaska Papers, 1887-1911, consisting of 15 boxes of cor- 
respondence sent by missionaries in Alaska to the Secretary and 
Treasurer of the Board of Missions, plus additional items, have 
already been used by a number of researchers. 


Early Manuscripts of the Domestic and Foreign Missionary So- 
ciety, 1820-1835, consisting of 12 boxes of committee reports, 
missionary auxiliaries’ reports, and correspondence, are accessi- 
ble to researchers. * 

The Liberia Papers, 1822-1911, include 89 boxes of about 10,300 
pieces, plus 2 boxes of printed materials and 9 letter books. A 
detailed index has also been prepared. At a time when African 
studies are important, this collection is especially valuable. It 
has already been researched for a doctoral dissertation at Boston 
University. 

The Domestic Papers of the Domestic and Foreign Missionary 
Society, 1835-1911, consist of 185 boxes of about 22,200 items 
comprising correspondence and reports received by the Secre- 
tary and Treasurer as the Church moved westward. The sorting 
for these papers required more than one handling in many cases. 
A doctoral dissertation for the University of Texas is in process 
from this collection at the present time. 


The Mexican Papers, 1870 to about 1911, consisting of 21 boxes 
with about 6,800 items, are in progress at this time and will be 
completed by Summer. It will be researched by a student from 
the Church in Mexico this Spring. 


Photograph Collection. The extensive collection of Domestic and 
Foreign Missionary Society photographs is in process of being 
placed in its original order and lists of available photographs 
made. Thirty-nine boxes have already been arranged and it is 
estimated that the completed project will include 75 boxes, con- 
taining about 9,000 photographs. 

Arranging the papers of the Domestic and Foreign Missionary 
Society and placing them in the order in which they were created 
(this order has been lost over the years) is a slow and tedious 
process, whereby the assistants handle each item separately and 
discern the order in which it should be placed. At the present time, 


* The three groups of records listed above were completed before the be- 
ginning of this triennium. During these three years there have been added 
four more collections. 
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the archives employs two assistants from the University of Texas 
history department who have graduate degrees or are working on 
graduate degrees in history—Mr. Ren Kent and Mrs. Dolores Hay- 
wood. They work fifteen hours a week and are also responsible for 
assisting researchers who use the archives. 


A wealth of material in the files of the Domestic and Foreign 
Missionary Society remains to be handled. The correspondence 
from China, Japan, the Philippines, Canal Zone, Costa Rica, 
Colombia, Cuba, Dominican Republic, Haiti, Virgin Islands, Puerto 
Rico, Honduras, Hawaii, and Greece must be handled and cata- 
logued. Then there are 54 file-cabinet drawers which must be re- 
filed, plus the numerous letter books, many of which must be taken 
apart if the letters are to be preserved. In a recent estimate of the 
number of items that an assistant could process in an hour, it was 
determined that one person handled about 30 items per hour in 
sorting and arranging. Another collection of papers that was not 
as scattered required the handling of about 45 items per hour. 


Private Papers 


The official papers of the Domestic and Foreign Missionary So- 
ciety are enhanced for researchers by the addition of private papers 
of Churchmen. During this triennium, the Society has acquired the 
following, some of which are accessible to scholars, others are not 
yet arranged. 

The William C. Pope Papers. This collection includes two docu- 

ment boxes of correspondence and materials about the Rev. Dr. 

James de Koven, one box of materials on Nashotah Seminary, one 

box of William Coxe Pope correspondence, a diary kept by Fr. 

Pope during his senior year at Nashotah in 1865, a published life 

of Dr. de Koven, and miscellaneous items. Fr. Pope was born in 

1841, attended Racine College and Nashotah, and served most 

of his ministry, until his death in 1917, in Minnesota. The Papers 

are the gift of his daughter, Mrs. E. H. Eckel, Jr., Tulsa, Okla- 
homa. 

The E. H. Eckel, Jr., Papers. At the present time, the archives 

has received only a small number of these papers; they are being 

sorted and prepared for sending to Austin by Mrs. Eckel in 

Tulsa, Oklahoma. They will cover approximately thirty years in 

the life of the Rev. Dr. Eckel, Trinity Parish, and the Diocese 

of Oklahoma, 1930-1958. 

The Robert Lewis Paddock Papers. Bishop Paddock was Mis- 

sionary Bishop of Eastern Oregon, 1907-1939. The archives has 

received fifteen boxes of papers, plus a manuscript biography of 
the Bishop. These are only in the first stages of arranging. 
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The Francis Lyster Papers. This is a small collection of sermons, 
poems, and notes, belonging to a contemporary of Bishop Phil- 
ander Chase in the nineteenth century. 


A collection of historical items belonging to the Rev. W. P. 
Roberts, Bishop of Shanghai, 1937-1949. 


The Benjamin Bosworth Smith Papers. The Rev. Robert Insko 
has been adding to these over a number of years and it is now an 
excellent small collection. Bishop Smith was Bishop of Kentucky, 
1832-1884, 

The John H. Townsend Papers. Fr. Townsend was a Missionary 
in the Canal Zone and in Cuba and sends materials pertaining to 
the Church’s work in those areas. 


The Henry H. Chapman Papers. The Rev. Mr. Chapman, who 
has retired from a ministry in Alaska, is sending correspondence 
and other materials pertaining to his work in that area. 


Miscellaneous papers received from Mts. Rainsford G. Dudney, 
Sewahee, Tennessee, including Church School materials of 
Bishop Charles M, Beckwith, Bishop of Alabama, 1902-1928. 


Listings and Inventories 


In addition to these acquisitions, listings of records have been 
compiled to facilitate the work of researchers. Lists are available 
for the papers of Bishop William White and Bishop Benjamin Bos- 
worth Smith. Diocéses have sent the archives inventories of their 
holdings, Mrs. Dick McCool compiled a description of the archives 
in the Diocese of Tennessee, Mrs. Harold Belknap, historiographer 
for the Diocese of Oklahoma, sent microfilm of the diocesan jour- 
nals and an index to the Oklahoma Churchman. A calendar of the 
Bishop W. T. Manning Papers in the General Theological Seminary 
Library has been deposited. 


National Union Catalogue 


The library and archives of the Church Historical Society has 
sent three entries to the National Union Catalogue of Manuscript 
Collections at the Library of Congress, as follows: 


Francis L. Hawks and General Convention Collection of Early 
Episcopal Church Manuscripts (At one time in the custody of 
the New York Historical Society and entitled “Archives of the 
General Convention”), 1650-1850. 

Bishop James Ridout Winchester Papers, 1878-1941. 


Bishop Frederick Rodgers Graves Papers, 1880-1940. 
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Accessions: May, 1964—March, 1967 


Archives - 

Files from Saint Margaret’s House, Berkeley, California. 

Records of the Episcopal Evangelical Fellowship and the 
Evangelical Education Society from the Rev. Robert C. 
Batchelder: 

Minutes of the Churchwoman’s League for Patriotic Serv- 
ice, Inc., 1920-1938. 

Records and minutes of the Corporation for the Relief of 
Widows and Children of Clergymen of the Protestant Episcopal 
Church in the State of New Jersey, 1862-1956. 

Lists of ordinations, etc., from The Church Pension Fund. 

Minute Book of the Standing Joint Commission on Theo- 
logical Education, as provided by the canon of the General 
Convention adopted at its meeting of 1940, 1941-1961. 

Current mailings from the Executive Council, diocesan offi- 
ces, and various organizations. 


Private Papers 

The William C. Pope Papers. 

The E: H: Eckel, Jr:, Papers: 

The Henry H. Chapman Papers. 

The John H. Townsend Papers. 

The Robert Lewis Paddock Papers. 

The Francis Lyster Papers. 

The Benjamin Bosworth Smith Papers. 

Papers from Miss Edna Eastwood. 

Papers received from Mrs. Rainsford G. Dudney. 

“Record of Services and Official Acts of the American 
Chaplain for Jerusalem on the Staff of the Anglican Bishop of 
Jerusalem, 1924-1926.” From the Rev. Charles T. Bridge- 
man. 


Historical items from Bishop W. P. Roberts. 
Historical items related to the work of Bishop Levi Silli- 
man Ives in North Carolina. 
Scrapbooks 
Twenty scrapbooks from the Diocese of Massachusetts. 
Filled with miscellaneous materials. 
Publications 


Seabury Press, Episcopal Book Club, and Forward Move- 
ment. 
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Diocesan and Missionary District Journals and Periodicals 


_ Currently, journals are received from 95 Dioceses and Mis- 
sionary Districts; periodicals from 82; many back issues. 


Individual items 
(These are too extensive to list in detail. ) 


Miscellaneous Activities 


Approximately 300 volumes of the Custodian’s Collection of the 
Standard Book of Common Prayer have been returned to the Epis- 
copal Church Center to be placed in a special collections room. 


A large number of duplicate copies of diocesan journals have 
been placed in seminary libraries. The Library of the School of 
Theology at the University of the South, the Library of the Virginia 
Theological Seminary, the Library of the Church Divinity School of 
the Pacific, and the Library of the General Theological Seminary 
all received these. Others went to the University of Southern Missis- 
sippi Library and the Cathedral Library of Washington Cathedral. 
Duplicate copies of the Spirit of Missions were sent to the Diocese 
of Fond du Lac and other duplicates to the Diocese of Missouri. 

The library and archives of the Church Historical Society has 
additional duplicates of diocesan journals and Spirit of Missions 
which it will place in seminary or diocesan libraries for a small 
fee (which enables the library to employ someone to locate and 
pack them). 

Two other major projects have been undertaken; one was un- 
successful because of lack of funds and the other is just under way. 
A project to microfilm important parish records in Philadelphia 
was not carried through because there were no available funds. The 
second project, that of collecting the papers of the late Rev. Dr. 
Charles Penniman, is under way. 


Statistics 


During the past three years, approximately 100 researchers have 
used the materials in the library and archives of the Church His- 
torical Society. The statistics indicate that over 1600 items were 
used in the search room; of these about 1150 were books, pamph- 
lets, journals, etc. The remaining figure of 450 refers to folders and 
boxes of correspondence. A document box may contain over a 
hundred pieces or a folder have ten or fifteen. For example, out of 
140 boxes used this last year, it is estimated that about 14,000 


single items were handled. = 
—V.N. Bellamy, Archivist. 
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IV. 
FINANCIAL REPORT 
Balance on hand, January 1, 1964 ................ BY p heat steicpane Mtoe $ 6,108.80 
Receipts Jan.Aug. Sept—Aug. Sept—Aug. Sept.—Dec. 
1964 1964-1965 1965-1966 1966 
Gen. Conv,....... $10,000.00 $18,000.00 $18, wie 007 $9; wie 00 $55,000.00 
Sty Vide ees 1,000.00 —_— 1,000.00 
Natl. Council .... 200.00 — _ —_— 200.00 
Annual Dues ..... , 392.00 352.00 246.00 — 990.00 
Subscriptions .... 3,393.20 4,585.95 5,304.78 1,179.30 14,463.23 
Publications ... 3,123.05 S20752 1,195.09 199.36 9,784.82 
Publication Subsidy 4,750.00 — — — 4,750.00 
Miscellaneous .... 68.50 308.74 609.48 47.87 1,034.59 
Photo Reprod. ... 230.67 299.94 231013 87.40 849.74 
Advertising ...... 259.09 504.66 478.95 41.65 1,284.35 
ToTaLs ....... $23,416.51 $29,318.61 $26,066.03 $10,555.58 $89,356.73 
Loan, Capitol National Bank, July, 1965 ............- 12.0.0 e see eees $ 1,500.00 
Disbursements 
Salaries! pcb ote: $ 7,786.07 $15,065.00 $15,610.50 $ 5,050.00 $43,511.57 
ICA SEAXe oe - 829.83 631.30 561.32 155.40 2,177.85 
Pension Fund .... 425.50 425.50 425.50 —_— 1,276.50 
Health Ins........ 64.80 48.90 66.36 37.92 217.98 
Travel (Arch.).... 590.85 691.45 958.05 347.41 2,587.76 
Rent, Phone, Maid 660.00 907.50 1,072.50 390.10 3,030.10 
Equipment .... 439.45 917.76 139.04 — 1,496.25 
Equip. Ins., Maint. 116.80 97.96 46.45 36.70 297.91 
Acquisitions ee 151.97 397.77 274.11 35.11 858.96 
Supplies... ac & 120.11 857.77 540.89 56.84 1,675.61 
Binding ee 7 eee — 96.25 — — 96.25 
Photo Reprod. ... 222.81 317.83 363.75 73.54 977.93 
Hist. Magazine _. 3,468.07 4,269.63 4,491.68 1,182.31 13,411.69 
Publication Printing — 7,914.00 a= 7,914.00 
Publication Subsidy 6,523.40 —_ — — 6,523.40 
Royalticseaee es: 317.69 672.47 S875) 218.38 1,781.79 
Promotion... -..-< 432.67 1,362.71 265.00 18.40 2,078.78 
Miscellaneous .... 447.31 1,166.93 1,628.71 154.43 3,283.18 
Bank (principal) . — — 300.00 1,200.00 1,500.00 
Bank (interest) . _ — 67.76 25.91 93.67 
Loan on salary ... —- —! _ 240.00 240.00 
ToTats .... .. $22,697.23 $35,840.73 $27,384.87 $ 9,222.45 $95,145.28 
Balance:on hand;;December 31), 196604) es ete ee te tae $1,820.25. 


[This balance is deceptive, since the Treasurer of the General Convention ad- 
vanced the Society in November, 1966, the sum of $3,000.00 (or two months allot- 
ment) on its 1967 appropriation. That is, no further payments from the General 
Convention appropriation would be made after June, 1967. In January, 1967, the 
Society received gifts amounting to $1,250.00, and it is hoped that further gifts, plus 
an increase in publication sales will make it possible to balance out the year before 
the meeting of the General Convention in September, 1967. Otherwise, the Society 
may have to close its archives during the Summer of 1967.] 
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Assistants .5.:./... 
Part-time Assistance . 
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Hospitalization ..... 
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V. 
PROPOSED BUDGET, 1968-1970 
1968 1969 1970 Total 
$ 7,200.00 $ 7,500.00 $ 7,800.00 
6,000.00 6,000.00 6,000.00 
700.00 700.00 700.00 
3,600.00 3,600.00 3,600.00 
700.00 700.00 700.00 
432.00 432.00 432.00 
70.00 70.00 70.00 
$18,702.00 $19,002.00 $19.302.00 $57,006.00 
$ 840.00 $ 840.00 $ 840.00 
300.00 300.00 300.00 
950.00 950.00 950.00 
500.00 500.00 500.00 
500.00 500.00 500.00 
100.00 100,00 100.00 
1,400.00 1,400.00 1,400.00 
300.00 300.00 300.00 
$ 4,890.00 $ 4,890.00 $ 4,890.00 $14,670.00 
$ 4,700.00 $ 4,900.00 $ 5,100.00 
750.00 750.00 750.00 
400.00 400.00 400.00 
$ 5,850.00 $ 6,050.00 $ 6,250.00 $18,150.00 
$ 850.00 $ 850.00 $ 850.00 $ 2,550.00 
$30,292.00 $30,792.00 $31,292.00 $92,376.00 
$ 6,000.00 $ 6,500.00 $ 7,000.00 
400.00 400.00 400.00 
500.00 500.00 500.00 
100.00 100.00 100.00 
$ 7,000.00 $ 7,500.00 $ 8,000.00 $22,500.00 
$23,292.00 $23,292.00 $23,292.00 $69,876.00 


ANCOME)Iel. 4e fee. Fae 
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VI. 
RESOLUTION 


Resolved, The House of ————————— concurring, That the 
sum of sixty-nine thousand, eight hundred and seventy-six dollars 
($69,876.00) be appropriated for the years 1968-1970; that one- 
third of this sum, or twenty-three thousand two hundred and ninety- 
two dollars ($23, 292.00), be appropriated for each year of the 
triennium, respectively; to be expended under the direction of the 
Officers and Executive Board of The Church Historical Society for 
the collection, preservation, and safekeeping of the archives and 
other records and documents relating to the history of the Protestant 
Episcopal Church in the United States of America; for the publica- 
tion of the Historical Magazine of the Protestant Episcopal Church; 
and for the furtherance of investigation of the Church’s history and 
the development of interest in all relevant research. 


OFFICERS: 
Rev. Massey H. Shepherd, Jr., Ph.D., S.T.D., D.D., Litt.D., 
President 
Very Rev. Gray M. Blandy, D.D‘, Vice-President 
Rev. Charles A. Sumners, B.D., Secretary 
Rev. Frank S. Doremus, B.D., Treasurer 
Rev. Lawrence L. Brown, D.D., Editor of the Historical Magazine 
Virginia Nelle Bellamy, Ph.D., Archivist 


EXECUTIVE BOARD (in order of length of service) 
Frank J. Klingberg, Ph.D., LL.D. 
Rev. Nelson W. Rightmyer, Ed.D. 
Nelson R. Burr, Ph.D. 
Rev. Robert S. Bosher, Ph.D. 
Rev. Edward R. Hardy, Ph.D. 
Rev. William A. Clebsch, Th.D. 
Rev. Alexander M. Rodger 
Richard P. Kent, Jr. 
Rt. Rev. Walter H. Gray, D.D., S.T.D., D.C.L. 
Rev. Canon Thomas E. Jessett, D.D., S.T.D. 
Rev. Canon Walter H. Stowe, S.T.D. 
Clifford P. Morehouse, LL.D., S.T.D. 
Arthur Ben Chitty, M.A. 
Rt. Rev. Robert F. Gibson, Jr., D.D. 
Rt. Rev. John E. Hines, D.D., $.T.D., D.C.L., L.H.D. 
Rev. Canon Charles M. Guilbert, S.T.D. 
Stanford E. Lehmberg, D.Phil. 
Rev. John F. Woolverton, Ph.D. 
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APPENDIX 20 


REPORT OF THE SPECIAL COMMITTEE ON 
THEOLOGICAL EDUCATION IN THE EPISCOPAL 
CHURCH 


HISTORY 


A major study of all aspects of theological education in the 
Episcopal Church was called for by the Division of Christian 
Ministries of the Home Department of the Executive Council in 
1965. The request was based upon a volume of information 
requiring study and evaluation that had been assembled by the 
Division in the three years of its existence, following its creation 
by the General Convention of 1961. 


The call elicited a response from William A. Coolidge, Chair- 
man of the Theological Committee, and Edmund du Pont, Chair- 
man of the Purpose and Growth Committee, of the Episcopal 
Church Foundation. These two men were basically responsible for 
interesting the Foundation in sponsoring and financing a study of 
theological education in this Church. 


The decision of the Episcopal Church Foundation to undertake 
the study was announced by the Presiding Bishop at the annual 
dinner meeting of the Foundation, on October 20, 1965. At the 
same time the Presiding Bishop also announced that the President 
of Harvard University, Dr. Nathan M. Pusey, had accepted ap- 
pointment as chairman of the committee which would carry out 
the task and report to the General Convention of 1967. 


On March 28, 1966, the Special Committee on Theological 
Education in the Episcopal Church held its first meeting. It was 
then announced that the Rev. Charles L. Taylor, former Director 
of the American Association of Theological Schools, would be 
the Director of the Study. 
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THE COMMITTEE 
NATHAN M. Pusey ....President, Harvard University, Chairman 


REV2 CHARLESEL, SPAYLORE FOUR Tee Former Director, 
American Association of Theological Schools, Director 


GORDON W. ALLPORT ,...... Professor of Psychology, Harvard 
Rev. CANON S. H. EVANS....... Dean of Kings College, London 
Rt. Rev. THOMAS A. FRASER....... Bishop of North Carolina, 


Chairman of the Joint Commission 
on Education for Holy Orders 


REN CAMBS. Be HOPE WED E50 < sie Ais pictues ican ee Director, 
The Theological Education Fund 


R. KEITH KANE:..... Partner, Cadwalader, Wickersham & Taft, 
Trustee of Cathedral of St. John the Divine 


WILBER G. KATZ..... Professor of Law, University of Wisconsin 


Mrs. HAROLD C. KELLERAN..... Professor of Pastoral Theology, 
The Episcopal Theological Seminary, 
Alexandria, Virginia 


REV. HERMANN N. MoORSE........ General Secretary Emeritus, 
Board of Home and National Missions, 

United Presbyterian Church; 

Past Vice-President, 

National Council of Churches 


Rev. ROBERT N. RODENMAYER........... Executive Secretary, 
Division of Christian Ministries, Executive Council 


GEORGE*F cS THOMAS. Gastar any Sener: Professor of Religion, 
Princeton University 
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“We are in a time of great promise ... The World hungers for 
what the Church has to say .. . When the clergy have a mature 
faith and an education in the tradition of the Church, in the con- 
temporary world, and in the needs of contemporary man, they 
can help people to see life with enough clarity so that they can 
believe the truth of the statement that through Christ we have 
seen the Father. What Christ was talking about, what the Church 
ought to be talking about, is the abundant life . .. We could 
have life and have it more abundantly, but in our time we have 
it fragmented, harried, and harassed, with less confidence, less 
happiness, and less real hope than we ought to have. . 


“The best of the young men in the ministry and the seminaries 
have it; we are the ones who must wake up to help them... The 
work of the Church is to spread this Good News and to make it 
live again. We need it. Our country needs it. The world needs it 
. .. We can, I think, at least cease to be laggard.” 


NATHAN M. PUSEY 
Episcopal Church Foundation Address, 
Chicago, May 10, 1967 


THE CALL TO THE CHURCH IN A NEW AGE 


At a time of great opportunity theological education in the 
Episcopal Church lags behind. Institutions, curricular programs, 
ways of teaching and habits of mind that were suitable for the 
nineteenth century are inadequate now. For the world has changed. 
Theology never remains static; the Church, reformed and reform- 
ing, seeks to adapt itself to the new conditions of global thinking 
and ecumenical concern; methods of ministry are no longer what 
they used to be. Preparation for Christian service, therefore, must 
alter, as indeed it is altering, in response to new demands and new 
challenges. Otherwise theology coagulates, when all the while it 
should run like lifeblood through the whole body of Christian 
people, both laity and clergy, in order that the Church may fulfill 
its God-given mission in the world. 


Both in the private and in the public realms Church members 
are often uninformed, uneasy, puzzled, and perplexed. In the 
former area lie fundamental questions of man’s existence: What is 
the meaning of my life? How may I live in brotherhood? What 
ought I to do? How should I meet adversity? To what purpose 
shall I dedicate my work? What is my ultimate destiny? In the latter 
are the frightening wars and threats of even worse wars, racial 
animosities, the increasing gap between poverty and plenty, the 
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possibility of devastating revolutions and the extinction of man- 
kind. Should the Church continue along its old paths as if there 
had been no Hiroshima or Auschwitz, as if technology and science 
had not radically altered both man’s actions and his thinking, as 
if restless and rootless populations were not exploding into vast 
metropolitan concentrations, as if man’s dignity as a person and 
his life in a supportive family or friendly community were not 
constantly threatened? 


In a time in which its response to these crying needs was never 
more sorely needed, the Episcopal Church finds itself inadequate— 
too small, too poor, and too ineffective. 


In recent years sharp criticisms have been directed toward the 
Christian community. One often hears people say that the Church 
is too conservative, too unwilling to change its ways. They find 
that its worship and polity savor more of 18th-century rural 
England than of 20th-century urban America. People accuse it of 
looking backward rather than forward, of giving the appearance 
of being greedy, or at least of trying to pluck a few brands from 
the burning, rather than venturing courageously without anxiety 
for itself in a great mission to the world. Even more often its 
interests and activities seem irrelevant to current problems, so that 
young men eager to offer their lives to the improvement of man’s 
lot turn elsewhere in search of significant service. In an ecumenical 
age, its preoccupation with denominational differences and its 
hesitations about co-operative efforts are hard to understand. The 
meaning and purpose of the Church’s worship too often have been 
lost. The Church does not appear to be “where the action is”. As 
a result, the institution and its archaic formulas, its moralisms, its 
sentimentalities, its fussy and petty regulations, are not so much 
attacked as quietly ignored. 


Not only does the Episcopal Church suffer from these weak- 
nesses of Christian denominations generally; it labors under some 
particular weaknesses of its own. Of approximately 7500 congre- 
gations of this Church in 1965, over one-third reported fewer than 
100 communicants. The median figure is only 171; in other words, 
half of the congregations number less than this. 


The median cash salary of its rectors (house allowance and 
other perquisites are not included in this figure) is about $6,000. 
But this is not the only reason for sorrow and reform; the brightest 
and best young men are not attracted to a calling in which, per- 
haps after thirty or forty years of faithful service, their salaries 
may not adequately support them. 


Furthermore, although thousands of Christians are needed to 
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give their lives in full-time service to match the needs we have 
mentioned, to fill vacant parishes capable of offering a living wage 
there is at present no clergy shortage in the Episcopal Church. In 
the six years 1960-65 nearly 1500 more persons were added to 
the lists of active Episcopal clergy than were subtracted. Seminary 
students therefore must wonder (a) whether work must be made 
for them, (b) what their chances of normal growth in responsible 
new opportunities may be, and (c) whether ecumenical combina- 
tions of churches will further decrease the need for their services. 
They note that of the nearly 600 Candidates for Holy Orders, 
about one-sixth seem to be entering upon their vocation by some 
other route than an accredited seminary. Does the Church prefer 
ministers of relatively little education and training? Will those who 
come in by a back door discourage those who must come in 
through the front? 


Among the younger clergy interviewed in connection with this 
study, there was widespread unrest, even strong dissatisfaction, 
with the Church as they find it. In a word, they wish to serve God 
and their fellows, but find the Church partially hindering them in 
this aim. They say they spend their time in activities for which 
they are neither prepared nor inclined, and so are both overworked 
and unemployed, idly busy but not using their education. They 
feel frustrated because many congregations do not share a life of 
sacrifice with them; the whole people of God should be ministering, 
not delegating their serving work to a “paid lover”. Moreover, 
they want to be where great issues are being fought over and great 
decisions made. They are fretful in the suburbs where their minis- 
try is largely to women and children. Therefore many of these 
young ministers hope to undertake other forms of ministry than 
the parish — team ministries in neglected areas, teaching, chap- 
laincies of various kinds — and some wonder if they ought to 
move to a “secular job”, trying to make their Christian witness in 
it. This bewilderment or hesitation about the parish communicates 
itself to seminary students; of the Episcopalians, only 46% declare 
that they expect after a few years to be serving in the parochial 
ministry. Significantly, this lack of conviction about the importance 
of the minister’s work as they have seen it in the past deters other 
younger men from undertaking this calling. Therefore many theo- 
logical schools are concerned about their enrollment prospects. 
Therefore, most patently, a situation has developed with which 
the whole Church must be concerned and with which the whole 
Church, not only individual seminaries or Dioceses or Bishops, 
must deal. 


. 
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“A DUE SUPPLY OF PERSONS FITTED 
TO SERVE GOD IN THE MINISTRY” 


For the reasons just mentioned, the Episcopal Church has not 
been attracting many of its best sons to its ministry. Among its 
thousand or more students in the eleven accredited seminaries, 
43% entered with college grade averages of only C+ or lower. 
Many of these would have been ineligible for other graduate or 
professional schools. Less than 2% had established an A record 
in college, only 342% an A—. Fortunately for the Episcopal 
Church, its ministry proves attractive to persons brought up in 
other traditions. They greatly enrich this Church to which they 
transfer, but it is a reproach to Episcopal families that they produce 
only 60% of Episcopal seminary students, while 40% have earlier 
been members of some other Church. 


The need for Church-wide attention to the recruitment of per- 
sons fitted not only in character but in intellectual power is under- 
lined by the statistics regarding the education of Episcopal minis- 
ters. One-eighth lack degrees from college. Nearly one-third lack 
either a college degree or a seminary degree, or both. Only three- 
fifths have obtained degrees from college and from an accredited 
Episcopal seminary. As has already been mentioned, about one- 
sixth of the present candidates are not in accredited seminaries. 
In contrast, it is noteworthy that 35% of the members of Episcopal 
congregations who are 25 years old or over possess college degrees 
and that in the cities over half of the adults are college graduates. 
Can ministers of the quality the Church is now obtaining serve an 
increasingly educated society? 


The Church must encourage its ablest sons and daughters to 
enter Christian service by giving more opportunities in new forms 
of ministry, or in old forms of ministry in which their talents can 
be fully used. It must attract them, as it only in part does now, 
by offering them seminaries characterized by deep understanding 
and practice of the Christian faith, by freedom to meet the chang- 
ing needs of the times, by openness to the leading of the Holy 
Spirit, by deep dedication manifested throughout the community 
life, and by great compassionate outreach to people near and far. 


One indispensable factor in the reinvigoration of the Church’s 
life is the renewal of Christian ministries in all their forms. One 
key to the renewal of ministry is the strengthening of seminaries— 
not necessarily the seminaries as they are now, but places in which 
great theological issues may be squarely faced, and all God’s 
people helped to know and live by the Good News of truth. 
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THE SEMINARIES 


When questioned about their seminary experience, a hundred 
or more young ministers who were interviewed expressed both 
appreciation and dissatisfaction, appreciation for an outstanding 
professor or the corporate life of the seminary, but dissatisfaction 
over the lack of practical training for the profession in which they 
are now engaged. They deplored the lack of living concern in their 
seminaries for today’s problems, since so many subjects taught 
seemed so remote and academically dry. They sought, often in 
vain, to study economics, sociology, psychology, the rise and 
dominance of the scientific outlook, industrialization and urban 
problems, criminology, drug addiction, health and welfare agencies, 
race relations, and many other aspects of the world with which 
they must constantly deal, all in the light of the Christian faith. 
They want scholarship, but they want it to be closer to where the 
world is, both in physical location and in habits of thinking. They 
have found that the methods of some seminaries are antiquated, 
their interests circumscribed, their scholarship timid, remote, and 
unreal, fitting the student “at best for an outmoded world that is 
no longer the real world at society’s growing edge”’. 


To these criticisms by young ministers, which cannot be lightly 
dismissed, should be added the widespread opinion that the semi- 
naries of the Episcopal Church are too many, too small, and in a 
few instances, too disadvantageously located. What can be done? 


The reinvigoration of theological education has not only been 
the concern of the Church over the past century and a half; over 
a long future the Church must see to the renovation and strength- 
ening of all its agencies, old and sometimes new, for training in 
service. Individual seminaries, acting alone, cannot solve the 
present and emerging problems. 


It is now recognized that professional education without involve- 
ment in the practice of the profession is an anachronism. Clinical 
medicine is a vital part of medical learning. Similarly, from the day 
he enters seminary, a theological student should be relating what 
he is learning in his courses to a supervised experience of the world 
outside. What is needed is a clinical approach, a whole new orien- 
tation of seminary curricula, so that each student is actively 
engaged, not only in the work of churches and hospitals, but also 
in social agencies and urban improvement, among delinquents and 
alcoholics or drug addicts, discovering what case workers, ward 
politicians, policemen, doctors, lawyers, and ministers say to each 
other. The faculties of the seminaries must help the student to 


¥ 
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relate his experience in this “field education” to the traditional 
subjects of theological learning. 

Field education, of course, can be introduced in the separate 
seminaries, but education in this dimension may prove to require 
a fourth seminary year. Some schools already encourage a student 
to spend a year in the midst of his course as an intern in a parish 
or elsewhere. This would involve greater expense, but the require- 
ments of the Church for ordination should meet changing condi- 
tions. The whole Church has a stake in what does or does not 
happen for the improvement of its ministers. 


No minister should be permitted to cease studying upon gradu- 
ation from seminary. Rather, that day should be a true commence- 
ment of further effort to relate theory and practice, books and 
people, learning and life. Should the seminaries be a focal point 
for continuing education, and if so, how? An over-all agency is 
needed to help seminaries to determine purposes, structures, and 
methods of a theological education that begins in seminary but 
should continue throughout a man’s life. 


Individual seminaries of the Episcopal Church are unable to 
furnish all the kinds of education for specialized ministries that are 
now appearing. Co-operation among the Episcopal seminaries, 
between these seminaries and universities, and between those of 
the Episcopal and other Churches, is increasingly essential, prob- 
ably inevitable for survival. The Church as a whole should be 
assisting such co-operation, maintaining standards, and providing 
support for the training of men who are interested in specialized 
ministries. 

Our plea is for renewal of all Christians, which means under- 
standing of the mission of all, which in turn involves education of 
laity as well as clergy. Seminary education can never be content 
with the production of an élite caste; its goal is the equipment of 
ministers who shall in turn help every man to his ministry. The 
whole Church has a vital interest that this result be achieved. The 
time has come for wider horizons in theological education. 


FINANCING THEOLOGICAL EDUCATION 


But education is expensive business. Educators know that the 
cost of this business has been doubling in each decade since about 
1940, and that especially at the graduate level it will certainly soar 
higher in the years to come. The money available for theological 
education in the Episcopal Church is inadequate even now; far 
larger amounts will be needed in the near future. Ample scholar- 
ship aid must be provided for students, similar to the help their 
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brothers find who enter graduate schools, or professional schools 
of law, or medicine, or business. Faculty salaries must be raised 
and held to a level with comparable salaries paid to university 
professors of like rank; otherwise, the best professors may be 
attracted to university departments. Libraries must be maintained 
and strengthened even when the cost of books becomes staggering. 
All possible measures must be taken to improve the responsible 
use of resources available. New sources of support must be found. 


If the seminaries are to maintain the standard which the Church 
rightfully expects of them, they are likely to incur an annual deficit 
of over $2 million in the next five years. Already they cost $5 
million a year; already most of them operate’ in the red. Per 
student enrolled, Episcopal seminaries by themselves may become 
very expensive indeed. In the future, the Church may take part 
in co-operative education with seminaries of other Churches or send 
a larger proportion of its candidates to interdenominational 
schools. An over-all strategy for theological education could 
diminish unnecessarily wasteful outlay and prevent the double 
folly of costly empty seminaries and cheap well-patronized sub- 
stitutes. 


Where can funds be found? Because of the traditional separa- 
tion of Church and State, they will not come from government, 
which spends so much on other forms of education. The Theolog- 
ical Education Sunday Offering is a lifeline to the seminaries and 
could be increased, but it produces only 40 cents per communi- 
cant, nets only a fifth of what the seminaries need, and fails to 
tap two out of every seven congregations. Although seminary 
endowments increase, their relative value shrinks because costs 
increase more rapidly than the revenues from those investments. 
Because ministers will not receive salaries high enough to pay off 
educational debts, virtually every increase in tuition involves a 
corresponding increase in the scholarship aid which the seminary 
must supply. And although some foundations have generously 
helped theological schools, they are likely to contribute only to a 
limited number of schools which are efficiently run, co-operatively 
engaged, and full of promise for the future. The burden of sup- 
port for theological education, therefore, falls squarely upon the 
Church. 

Will the Church keep trying to prop up struggling seminaries 
by inadequate doles? Will it respond generously to a capital-funds 
campaign in one school regardless of whether the interests of the 
whole Church would be better served by support of another? Will 
it support seminaries in which the cost of educating each student 
becomes double that of maintaining him in another first-rate 


. 
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school, or allow the quality of his education to suffer through an 
attempt to cut costs? Will the Church continue to pinch financially 
some of its ablest members who. have been selected to teach its 
future ministry? Will it lavish scholarship aid upon some students 
while unable to grant it to others equally deserving, and will it 
fail to assist properly the continuing education of persons whose 
median salary will be only $6,000 a year? Whence will the money 
be provided for the most promising new ventures in theological 
education? 

Clearly the Church needs an agency with power to answer 
these questions. 


THE WAY AHEAD 


The dominant purpose of this study of theological education in 
the Episcopal Church has been to assist in the rousing of the 
Church to meet the new demands of a new age. The structures 
suitable for the pre-war period simply will not now suffice. Theo- 
logical education cannot be left to the competitive efforts of 
distantly related seminaries. The Church as a whole needs an 
agency with power. 

This report therefore urges the establishment of a Board for 
Theological Education. 


Its composition: 


8 to 10 members, appointed by the Presiding Bishop for 3-year 
or 4-year terms of office, accountable to the Presiding Bishop and 
reporting to the Church in General Convention, the members to 
be chosen because of their devotion to the Church, their concern 
for the ministry, their willingness to give the work of the Board 
much time and thought, their knowledge of the academic world, 
and their recognized ability and leadership qualities. 


Its staff: 


A director chosen by the Board and, as soon as possible, a 
second person competent in research. 


Its budget: 


For its first year $75,000, for its second $100,000 and for its 
third $125,000. 


Its functions: 


The attraction of men of the highest quality to the Church’s 
ministries — in co-operation with other agencies of this Church 
and other Churches — by challenging them with the opportunities 
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for ministry within the Church’s present structures, and with new 
opportunities outside those structures; the exploration of how 
women can be given due recognition and how the talent of all its 
people may be fully employed, irrespective of race or place of 
origin, and how at this point in its history the Church may offer 
its best servants and services to a needy world; 

The maintenance of educational standards, (a) through excel- 
lent seminaries and other agencies suitable for the education that 
the Church should foster; (b) through the upholding of specific 
norms in all these agencies, including admission requirements, and 
(c) through advice to the Church regarding ordination standards; 


Research into the changing needs of theological education in 
relation to an evolving culture; 

Constant re-evaluation of the performance of existing institu- 
tions and the promise of new enterprises; 

Exploration of all possible methods of co-operation with univer- 
sities and other seminaries; 

Guidance to the Church in relating the seminaries properly to 
the vast field of lay education, in an effort to awaken the Church 
to the possibilities of greatly enlarged educational programs under 
skilled teachers, both clerical and lay; 

Provision for continuing education and graduate study for 
ministers; 

Provision of financial assistance to students, and especially of 
the support necessary for the seminaries and other educational 
agencies; 

Determination of what sums are needed for theological educa- 
tion, what new ventures deserve support, how the resources the 
Church possesses may best be distributed, which agencies need 
encouragement and more money, which agencies must first meet 
higher standards before receiving aid; 

Requests to the Church for the sums required. 


THE BRIGHTNESS OF THE OPPORTUNITY 


A decade ago, Dr. Douglas Horton advanced three theses: 
“In general, a community is not better than its churches. 
In general, a church is not better than its minister. 
In general, a minister is not better than his training.” 

People all over the world wonder where to find a key to open 
the prison doors behind which mankind is locked. Does the 
Church hold that key? The Church of the present fumbles with 
the lock. The Church as it is called to be, although now im- 
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prisoned with the rest of mankind, possesses the best key of 
which we know. And there is a point at which we can pick up 
that key. We can answer God’s purpose to revitalize the Church 
by revitalizing its ministry. i 


The Church can become the agent of release both for communi- 
ties and for individuals ‘in them. A strengthened ministry can be 
God’s way to a great new reformation in the Church that can 
bring mankind out upon a better road. The seminaries can become 
the focal point for ministries better equipped than ever before. 
Adequate training can prepare men and women for the wider 
mission, for the clearer understanding, and for the deeper devotion 
which the new age both requires and elicits. For the world presents 
not only problems to be solved, but offers opportunities for that 
abundant life which the Lord came into it to release. He comes 
again into the midst of a troubled and despairing world, but for 
every need and every task He supplies the gift of His strength, 
and in His promise lie man’s opportunity and hope. 


We believe in the truth of the Christian Gospel, in its ability 
to unlock the meaning of our existence. We believe in its reconcil- 
ing power that above all racial, cultural, economic, and other bar- 
riers, brings people to love one another. We believe in its capacity 
to weld us all into a unity in which we share a great and growing 
purpose that nothing can defeat. We believe that this Gospel sum- 
mons all our energies, all our allegiance, and all our best thought. 
We repeat our conviction that an indispensable factor in the 
regeneration of the Church’s life is the renewal of Christian 
ministers. We reaffirm that one key to the renewal of ministers is 
to prepare them and continually to nourish them in mind and 
heart for a task which is staggering in its difficulties but bound- 
lessly rich in its opportunities and rewards. Because those are our 
convictions, we call upon the Church, not to lag, but to respond 
with action. 


NATHAN M. Pusey, Chairman 
CHARLES L. TAyLor, Director 


Gordon W. Allport Wilbur G. Katz 
Sydney H. Evans Marian M. Kelleran 
Thomas A. Fraser, Jr. Hermann N. Morse 
James F. Hopewell Robert N. Rodenmayer 


R. Keith Kane George F. Thomas 
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APPENDIX 21 
REPORT OF THE JOINT COMMISSION ON EDUCATION 
FOR HOLY ORDERS 


THE JOINT COMMISSION 
Members 
*Rt. Rev. Thomas A. Fraser, D.D., of North Carolina, Chairman 
Rt. Rev. Frederick J. Warnecke, D.D., of Bethlehem 


Rt. Rev. C. Kilmer Myers, $.T.D., Suffragan Bishop of Michigan 
(Subsequently Bishop of California) 


Very Rev. Lawrence Rose, S.T.D. (General Theological Semi- 
nary) ex officio to July 31, 1966 


Very Rev. Samuel J. Wylie (General Theological Seminary) ex 
officio from December 1, 1966 


Very Rev. Almus M. Thorp, D.D. (Bexley Hall) 
Very Rev. Richard L. Rising, D.D. (Caribbean) 

*Very Rev. Jesse M. Trotter, D.D. (Virginia) 

*Ven. Henry P. Krusen, S.T.D., of Western New York, Secretary 
Rev. G. Richard Wheatcroft of Texas 

*Rev. Robert F. McGregor of Rhode Island, Vice-chairman 
Rev. Arthur A. Vall-Spinosa, D.D., of Olympia 

*Rev. Morris F. Arnold, D.D., of Southern Ohio 
Rev. Canon Frederick H. Arterton, D.D., of Washington 
Nathan M. Pusey, Ph.D., of Massachusetts 

*Charles R. Lawrence, Ph.D., of New York 
Hon. Wilson K. Barnes of Maryland (to March, 1966) 
William K. Selden of New Jersey (from September, 1966) 
The Presiding Bishop. Consultant 


* Executive Committee 
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“TI have set thee for a tower and a fortress among my people, that thou mayest 
know and try their way.’’ Seminary education in the Episcopal Church dates from 
the establishment of the General Theological Seminary, which is observing this 
year its Sesquicentennial Anniversary—1817-1967. 
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MEETINGS 


The Joint Commission has held four meetings during the trien- 
nium. In March, 1965, it met at the General Theological Seminary 
in New York City; in October, 1965, and again in April, 1966, it 
met at the Virginia Theological Seminary, Alexandria, Va. In No- 
vember, 1966, it met at the Episcopal Theological School, Cam- 
bridge, Mass.; and in April, 1967, at the Episcopal Church Center 
in New York City. 


The Presiding Bishop designated the Rt. Rev. Thomas A. Fraser, 
Bishop Coadjutor and subsequently Bishop of North Carolina, as 
Chairman of the Commission. The Rev. Robert F. McGregor was 
elected Vice-Chairman and the Ven. Henry P. Krusen Secretary. 
All officers have served throughout the triennium. 


COMMITTEE FOR A STUDY OF 
THEOLOGICAL EDUCATION 


The Rev. Charles L. Taylor, Jr., Th.D., Executive Officer of the 
Committee for a Study of Theological Education in the Episcopal 
Church, met with the Joint Commission on Education for Holy 
Orders at its April, 1967, meeting. The Committee, appointed by 
the Presiding Bishop at the suggestion and with the financial backing 
of the Episcopal Church Foundation, is headed by Dr. Nathan M. 
Pusey, President of Harvard University. The Rev. Dr. Taylor re- 
ported the substance of the searching and valuable study he has 
prepared for the Committee. 


Upon motion, duly made and seconded, the following Resolution 
was adopted: 


Resolved, That this Joint Commission requests and urges the House 
of Bishops, acknowledging that the Church in its entirety bears the 
responsibility for theological education, to initiate the creation of the 
Council for Theological Education as proposed by the Theological 
Education Evaluation Committee, implementing this action with such 
canonical enactments as may be required. 


In 1961, the Joint Commission on Education for Holy Orders, in 
its Report to General Convention, declared: 


There is urgent need for a re-thinking of the whole subject of theo- 
logical education and the development of a unified and comprehensive 
program for its treatment. Such a program can be developed only 
after thoroughgoing study by a group under the auspices of the 
National Council, equipped with a full-time expert staff and an ade- 
quate budget . . . for these reasons the Joint Commission heard with 
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deep interest and satisfaction of the action’ of the House of Bishops 
recommending to the National Council that a thorough study of these 
matters be made throughout the next triennium . 


From its inception, therefore, the work of the Theological Educa- 
tion Evaluation Committee has been of paramount interest to the 
Joint Commission. This Commission heard with deep interest prog- 
ress reports submitted in person by Dr. Pusey and the Rev. Dr. 
Taylor in the course of its 1966 and 1967 meetings. 


The Joint Commission concludes that the Rev. Dr. Taylor’s find- 
ings regarding theological education in the Episcopal Church are 
warranted and that the reasons which he establishes for the creation 
of a Council or Board for Theological Education are wholly justi- 
fied. Spokesmen for the seminaries who were present at the April 
meeting of the Joint Commission expressed their conviction that a 
properly constituted Board will undoubtedly be able to encourage 
creative and desirable changes in the programs of theological educa- 
tion, in co-operation with the seminaries of the Church. 


The members of the Joint Commission on Education for Holy 
Orders are quite aware that the Commission may possibly be re- 
placed by the proposed Board for Theological Education. 


THEOLOGICAL EDUCATION SUNDAY OFFERING 


In keeping with the Rev. Dr. Taylor’s study, this Commission 
requests the Presiding Bishop and the General Convention to sum- 
mon the Church to a continuing support of the annual offering for 
theological education. A total of $901,442.84 was received in 1965, 
the most recent year of available statistics. This source of support, 
indispensable to the seminaries, should not be placed in hazard 
during a period of transition in the Church’s supervision of its theo- 
logical education. 
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The Joint Commission on Education for Holy Orders has for 
many years made financially possible annual meetings of the semi- 
nary deans. At these meetings, educational and administrative prob- 
lems commonly experienced by all of the seminaries are discussed, 
and often co-operative solutions are found. The Joint Commission 
requests the General Convention to provide for the continuance of 
the annual meetings, whether under the auspices of the Joint Com- 
mission or of the proposed Board for Theological Education. 


SEMINARY ENROLLMENTS 


The statistics below indicate that in the academic year 1966-67 
there was a 4% drop in total enrollment from the enrollment in 
1965-66. Over the previous 10-year period the total enrollment had 
been almost static. The Joint Commission urges the General Con- 
vention to consider seriously the Theological Education Evaluation 
Committee’s references and recommendations regarding recruitment 
for the ordained ministry, especially concerning the quality of ap- 
plicants. 


1956 1962 1963 1964 1965 1966 


Berkeley 123 79 100 85 83 86 
Bexley Hall 60 SB 51 a2 49 50 
GeDSP. 133 138 130 108 105 94 
E-TS. 110 113 135 133 133 129 
E.T.T., S.W. 88 23 39 28 35 46 
General ZiZ 208 199 207 192 187 
Nashotah House 52 85 97 95 92 87 
Phila. Div. Sch. 81 68 67 70 8C 78 
Seabury-Western 85 116 123 107 93 76 
U. of South 146 68 69 74 70 66 


Virginia Sem. 181 184 she 185 185 171 


Totals 1271 1167 1207 1144 1117 = 1070 
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EPISCOPAL THEOLOGICAL SEMINARY OF THE 
CARIBBEAN 


The Episcopal Theological Seminary of the Caribbean applied 
for recognition under the provisions of Canon 30, Sec. 3, and, at its 
meeting of October, 1965, the Joint Commission determined that 
the institution conformed to the standards set forth in that Canon 
and accorded it recognition as a Theological Seminary of this 
Church. In December, 1966, the Episcopal Theological Seminary of 
the Caribbean was also elected to associate membership in the 
American Association of Theological Schools. 


GENERAL CONVENTION SCHOLARSHIPS 


During the 1965-67 triennium the sum of $100,000.00 was 
designated to be spent annually for scholarship grants to qualified 
seminary students. 


Principles Governing Allocations 


1. The dean of each accredited Episcopal Church seminary may 
nominate ten candidates who will be entering the middler or senior 
year. Each candidate must have at least a “B” average. 


2. Grants are made on the basis of need and merit. 


3. Matching grants are made to the seminary in which each recipi- 
ent is enrolled to assist in meeting the cost of educating the men. 
(Student fees cover approximately one-third of the actual cost of a 
student’s education. ) 


4. Nominees are required to file applications on specified forms, 
submitting the required information. 


5. Each application must be endorsed by the candidate’s Bishop. 


Procedure for Making Grants 


1. A committee, composed of three members of the Joint Commis- 
sion on Education for Holy Orders appointed by its chairman, 
reviews the applications that have been received and processed by 
the staff members assigned from the Division of Christian Ministries, 
and assigns the grants to be made. 


2. Each grant is for one year only. A student who has received a 
grant for his middler year, upon recommendation of his dean, may 
apply for a second grant for his senior year. 


3. The amount of each grant is established according to circum- 
stances. The maximum grant is $1,000.00. 


HOLY ORDERS Appendix 21.7 


During 1965-67, applications were received from all accredited 
Episcopal Church seminaries and from Union Theological Seminary. 
The following number of grants, totaling approximately $50,000.00 
each year, were made: 


For the academic year 1965-66 — 59 
For the academic year 1966-67 — 62 
For the academic year 1967-68 — 67 


The $50,000.00 balance in each year was appropriated, in matching 
grants, to the students’ respective seminaries. 


Recommendations for the Future 


1. The Committee recommends the nomination of at least four 
alternates, selected from the applications submitted, with priority 
ratings, to receive grants, if, for some reason, students to whom the 
grants have been made do not claim them. 


2. A qualified student, who, with the endorsement of his Bishop 
and the dean of his seminary, is accepted in an approved program, 
for which a year’s withdrawal from the seminary course is required 
(e.g., the Parish Internship Program, Clinica] Pastoral Training, or 
other similar training), may be considered as a recipient of a finan- 
cial grant on the same basis of need and merit as if he were pursuing 
his prescribed seminary course. 


3. At the forthcoming meeting of the General Convention, the sum 
of $150,000.00 per annum will be proposed for the Scholarship 
Program, an increase of $50,000.00 each year, made necessary by 
the rising cost of theological education. 


THE CONANT FUND 


The John Shubael and Mary McLaren Conant Fund was estab- 
lished by a bequest for the improvement of theological education 
through the payment of all or parts of the salaries of teachers in the 
seminaries of the Protestant Episcopal Church. The Joint Com- 
mission on Education for Holy Orders has administered the income 
derived from the Fund since its establishment. 


Guiding criteria in making grants have been projects which 
demonstrate creative leadership toward the renewal of the Church 
in today’s world, as well as the amounts of previous grants. 
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The term, “the several Theological Seminaries of the Church”, 
has come to be interpreted more broadly, so as to include all 
seminaries officially recognized by the Joint Commission, instead 
of just those seminaries so recognized within the, continental United 
States. 


During the triennium, $77,000.00 was awarded to eight semi- 
naries. 


RESOLUTIONS 
Resolution + 1 


Resolved, the House of _______ concurring, That the Gen- 
eral Convention call upon every parish and mission of the 
Church to observe Theological Education Sunday in a manner 
befitting the need, and to take an offering on that or another 
day, or to place an item for theological education in its budget, 
for the support of the Church’s seminaries. 


Resolution + 2 


Resolved, the House of ______ concurring, That the Com- 
mittee on Expenses be authorized and instructed to provide, 
in the budget for the next triennium, an appropriation of 
$13,000.00 for the expenses of the Joint Commission on 
Education for Holy Orders. 


Resolution # 3 


Résolved, the House of ______ concurring, That there be 
included in the General Church Program and Budget, for each 
of the vears 1968, 1969, 1970, the amount of $150,000.00, 
for the support of theological education in this Church, in the 
form of scholarships for selected theological students and for 
the seminaries they attend. 
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FINANCIAL REPORT 
Receipts 
Appropriation from the General Convention ...... $ 13,000.00 
Disbursements 

Expenses of meetings of the Commission ......... $ 6,051.95 
Expenses of meetings of Conference of Seminary 

TIC ADS? ._.. GENMEAAD IAL FASO 5 nt ESRI HR SATE S cn 3,620.18 
Expenses of meetings of Committees ............. 180.86 
Postage: printing, and telephone .. 79.2%... . ois. 223.37 
DGCICeAmAl, QSSISLANCE .. , . CHEB chatnae <0) edie 50.00 
mM OtalDISMUTSeMENtS rs. <arex nh. Sees Ll. 10,126.36 
PPALATCe NAVA LOO tata. tie Saarciln Ye vane untae 2,873.64 


$ 13,000.00 


Respectfully submitted, 


Thomas A. Fraser 
Frederick J. Warnecke 
C. Kilmer Myers 


Samuel J. Wylie 
Almus M. Thorp 
Jesse M. Trotter 
Richard L. Rising 


Henry P. Krusen 

G. Richard Wheatcroft 
Arthur A. Vall-Spinosa 
Robert F. McGregor 
Morris F. Arnold 
Frederick H. Arterton 


Charles R. Lawrence 
Nathan Pusey 
William K. Selden 
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FINANCIAL ANALYSIS OF SEMINARIES FOR FISCAL YEAR ENDING 1964 
INCLUDING OPERATING INCOME, OPERATING EXPENSES AND CAPITAL VALUATION 
As WELL As NUMBER OF STUDENTS AND OF FACULTY 





ITEMS 


OPERATING INCOME(1) 
Student Receipts—Tuition ............... 
Student Receipts—Other ....2......5..0- 
PNVeSted HUM Pacweh c:- slarois/s.c/ateaieieiotaie'e sista 
Gifts For Operations: 


Theological Education Sunday ......... 
Individuals & Foundations ............ a 


Auxiliary Operations “sce vs. asiccost aectes 
MSCs Un CONG ere ta ore sole petp acetcra sim vis) pieieioisie)s = . 


TOU AE reratgataretraantes telnialcon estate lsieisle) ave bie teh sTe 


OPERATING EXPENSES 
MUYSErUChLONGZY © meminiete cieiteeiciairi. cieley:elsie/ese (ele 
Adm inistrathom (ey steers ists siainie.<isipletwreveteleh 
Plant Operation & Maint, ..........s0005 
RELECEOL Yo ctete stators ta sesinre iets ols) einie bietserie ions 
Library—A dministration, “Geese ve se asivierete 
Bibrary—-Acquisttlons er nisturstels:sielalp sin sis) aisin ce 
Other Operating Costs ........s.enecceses 


MOGBE ja wivasere wringer teme Se shebes sire svat 


OPERATING BALANCE OR (DEFICIT) 


GENERAL ENDOWMENT CAPITAL 
Market Value—Beginning ............00. 
Additions or (Deductions) ............4- 
Market Value—Ending* 2.0, p...ce de caters 

Additions to Capital (Non-Endow.) ........ 


CAPITAL INDEBTEDNESS .........-.4++ 


GRANTS-IN-AID TO STUDENTS _........ 


ANNUAL TUITION RATE ........0ceeees 


NUMBER OF STUDENTS 
WnGergraduate, .cocj...se sete el ssesiteiow note 
CEG UEC Man Baraboo Occ ph SORBET S Oc 


Potal—-WullVT ime eevee strain sara ote 


Special—Certhiicate! -ahiseyetine vereeieit vets 


Total (AM), ickatea see ate hanes cute 


NUMBER OF FACULTY 
Professor: sein nee em bianca. ne wenioatinnee 
Associate Professot: 7 cc <kiaes moto clinitiac eels 
Assistant: Professor gy stacey ese cies laioe ates 
Tnstrctor io5s5/-\< x n/aj eto tobaestocacesecns et a, aoe es 


(1) 
(2) 
(3) 
(4) 
(5) 
(6) 


Total—Wull Times cee Seles stesso aioe 
Part DUMGl ace ests ne, cee cestr oe reene 





Excludes Scholarship Grants 


Berkeley (4) 


$ 24,264 
29,196 
60,561 


35,000 
55,186 


$ 204,207 


$  60,000(5) 

50,000(5) 
67,614 
31,639 

15,000(5) 
7,500 


$ —(27,546) 


$1,546,000 
96,259 
1,449,741 
140,000 


$ 32,500 


oOrimwrea 


Bexley 


$  28,010(6) 
66,928 
100,883 


8,349 
2,129 


$ 206,299 


$ 71,577 
76,142 
24,174 


11,767 
9,783 
30,579 


$ 224,022 


$ —(17,723) 


$1,544,027 
28,576 
1,588,270 
34,540 


$ 30,579 


550 


46 


46 


50 


PIR wow 


Includes Faculty Salaries, Pensions, Housing, Utilities, Allowances 
Includes Salaries, Office Expenses, Supplies, Insurance, Financial Management & Development Costs 


Fiscal year changed from Oct. 1 to July 1 
Estimated Figures 


Combined total including tuition, room or apartment, board & other fees 





Cambridge 


$ 51,193.13 
120, 043,84 
215,132.72 


73,743.27 
94,127.82 


3,145 83 


$ 557,386.61 


$ 182,484.18 
80,585.31 
146,873.47 
58,290 40 

12 015.16 
7,582.15 

67 732.72 


$ 555,563.39 


$ 1,823.22 


$6, 267,712.49 
1,022,621.40 
7,290,333, 89 

368,905.14 


$ 43,553.85 
500 
121 
121 


12 
133 


i 
co WO] ee oo OO 


General 


$ 72,530 
85,419 
361,601 


138,410 

105,182 

~(8,272) (7) 
6,250 


$ 761,120 


$ 232,895 
120,364 
178,826 
100 520 

73,492 
23,520 
8,409 


$ 738,026 
$ 23,094 
$7,879,232 
1,294 055 
9,173,287 
130,000 
$ 33,496 
450 


143 
25 


168 


184 


Wal wrweo 


iad 


Nashotah 


$ 47,077.50 
57,037.76 
42,196.61 


37,391.96 
12,079.58 
29,265.90 


$ 225,049.31 


$ 82,023.38 
27,041.20 
54,201 35 
44,978.17 
17,643.09 

2,829.77 


$ 228,716.96 


$ -(3,667.65) 


$1,219,500.40 
221,731.36 
1,441,231.76 
18,579.04 


$ 11,973.79 
500 


85 
6 


91 
9 


100 


arlonen 
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FINANCIAL ANALYSIS OF SEMINARIES FOR FISCAL YEAR ENDING 1964 
INCLUDING OPERATING INCOME, OPERATING EXPENSES AND CAPITAL VALUATION 
As WELL As NUMBER OF STUDENTS AND OF FACULTY 


Pacific Philadelphia 
$ 62,195 $ 32,015 
29,926 30,061 
15,338 40,891 
58,948 51,302 
86,013 125,743 
13,425 7,769 
1,095 1,673 
$266,940 $ 289,454 
$123,948 $ 96,922 
54,881 96,303 
36,612 43,452 
27,278 28,179 
13,621 20,736 
13,050 (8) LUT 
219 
$269,609 $ 297,369 
$-(2,669) $ -(7,915) 
$615,900 $1,297,836 
132,310 78,604 
748,210 1,425,447 
361,223 71,227 
259,066 
$ 2,978 $ 10,452 
$ 500 
106 61 
106 61 
17 6 
123 67 
8 5 
2 uf 
0 3 
1 2 
11 11 
9 7 


Seabury- 
Western 


$ 57,404 
34,262 
53,782 


52,229 

55,037 (9) 
2,884 
6,440 


$ 262,038 


$ 109,841 
41,754 
37,228 
40,154 
14,722 

6,846 
3,563 


$ 254,108 


$  =-7,930 


$1,597,077 
105,780 
1,801,386 
35,966 


166,000 
$ 20,490 
$ 600 


92 
23 


115 
11 


126 


RolrPornna 


Sewanee 


$ 45,321 
22,203 
76,233 


55,722 
17,980 
601 


$ 218.060 


$ 73,163 
48,523 
23,972 
10,993 
30,543 
12,130 

8,225 


$ 207,549 


$ 10,511 


$1,619,453 
193,442 
1,812,895 
14,445 


$ 50,451 


$ 700 


57 


57 


65 


Nol] FP wrD 


(7) General indicates a loss in auxiliary operations 
(8) Other operating costs—chapel 


(9) Includes $26,214 from the Bishop Seabury Mission 


Southwest 


$ 28,331.88(10) $ 


78,387.17 


37,730.05 
27,058.85 


4,000.44 
$ 175,508.39 


$ 126,650.10 
36,557.39 
48,726.10 


13,691.40 
15,845.40 
31,166.30 


$ 272,636.69 


$ -—(97,128.30) 


$1,110,248.43 
11,731.16 
1,121,979.59 
560,623.26 

$ 8,400.00 


$ 500.00 


29 


(10) Figure includes tuition & rentals—room & board not provided 


(11) Includes Library Fees 


Virginia 


103,571.26 (11) 
51,065.00 
316,245.46 


173,516.01 
40,980.25 


6,301.58 
$ 691,679.56 


$ 219,961.63 
170,586.10 
115,420.52 

53,178.66 
26,718, 89 
12,794.33 
91,702.24 


$ 690,362.37 


$ 1,317.19 


$5,854,314.00 
493,660.00 
6,347,974.00 
204,515.00 


$ 56,386.99 
$ 500.00 


191 
4 


195 
2 


197 


” 
WR OPW H 


Combined 

Total % Distrib. 
$ 551,912.77 14.3 
459,213.60 1I1L9: 
1,327,295.96 34.4 
713,992.29 18.5 
720,270.50 18.7 
54,021.90 1.4 
31,034.85 8 
$ 3,857,741.87 100.0 
‘$ 1,379,465.29 34.7 
802,737.00 20.2 
777.099.44 19.6 
395,210.23 10.0 
249,949.54 6.3 
123,657.65 3.1 
241,596.26 6.1 
$ 3,969,715.41 100.0 


$ —(111,973.54) 


1007 
71 
1078 
110 
1188 


63 
22: 
24 
12 


121 
61 
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FINANCIAL ANALYSIS OF SEMINARIES FOR FISCAL YEAR ENDING 1965 
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INCLUDING OPERATING INCOME, OPERATING EXPENSES AND CAPITAL VALUATION 
As WELL As NUMBER OF STUDENTS AND OF FACULTY 





ITEMS Berkeley 


OPERATING INCOME(1) 


Student Receipts—Tuition ...........6-- $ 45,261 
Student Receipts—Other ..........00e00- 41,454 


EAVEStEG MUNGS) ‘siete vie's arelclate vic wreielesisteiare 92,096 
Gifts For Operations: ......... 5 





Theological Education Sunday . orale 40,000 
Individuals & Foundations ............ 91,899 
Auxiliary Operations (Net) ..........++ ate 
Mise: Income: vaca trate Xe'eie's)ais vei disielnstele . 
WOCAL cc sie catia oa te Gen sive ae. oe in tls - $ 310,710 
OPERATING EXPENSES 
Eastractionl=)e Csecries nec ates ceateeeae - $ 95,000 
Administration (8) Ga. aesw ansiew cee ten ciele'e 62,500 
Plant Operation & Maint. ...........05- 78,048 
IRGLECtOLy daisiete crete violate icte bv viele nia v tote iaraa 36,057 
Library—Administration ..........-+.0.- 20,147 
Library—Acquisitions ........ssseeeeeeee 9,653 
Other Operating Costs ......-seeseeeeses 
SPOLSI sree cre sate aC OMI Raa) oteiel ai ele'shatararereha $ 301,405 
10 


OPERATING BALANCE OR (DEFICIT) .. $ 9,305 
GENERAL ENDOWMENT CAPITAL 


Market Value—Beginning ............06, $1,449,741 
Additions or (Deductions) .........eeeeee 178,000 
Market Value—Ending ........scsseeeees 1,627,741 


Additions to Capital (Non-Endow.) ......... 





CAPITAL INDEBTEDNESS .............- $ 135,000 
GRANTS-IN-AID TO STUDENTS ......... 34,000 
ANNUAL TUITION RATE ......ccceeeeees 600 
NUMBER OF STUDENTS 
Wnidergraduate: wicii cc csenssesecrecessicn 17 
GTAGUATO ie cicioye|e ine iste ieimin cca ales s soecfemiae ' 4 
Potal— Mull TIME! tiiss psisaiinisieteisicsnwisine 81 
Special—Certificate ....cccccsesccrssvere 18 
TOALAAN)- cose anv envy Ameen ee wei 99 
NUMBER OF FACULTY 
PTOLOR SOR Nets elon clotreie wiateracaieie i sielels lefts ele 6 
Associate Professor 1 
Assistant Professor 1 
BVIRETUCKOR aks cia cin/eisialpeneicioisrateiewielerelereinreretaievele 2 
Total — Wu PMS: vests \iele's alaisis (so )e/sie/aleis 10 
MPAYC) EAINO? oc 'a'tralsicysinvsielelelets Sipvelnja(sicio\eie's 5 


Bexley 


$  33,510(4) 
79,894 
101,874 


4,578 
1,311 


$ 221,167 


$ 64,637 
75,800 
23,929 


17,443 
9,556 
32,839 


$ 224,204 


6 
$ -(3,037) 


$1,519,483 
23,343 
1,542,826 


39,796 


32,839 
650 


49 
0 


49 
3 


—_——, 


52 


wow 


Cambridge 


$ 72,504.23 
121,810.58 
250,160.97 


66,409.71 
100,532.22 


4,025.00 


$ 615,442.71 


$ 203,542.07 
92,068.84 
170,468.90 
60,416.54 
15,745.24 
11,542.48 
60,370.15 


$ 614,154.22 


15 
$ 1,288.49 


$7, 290,333.89 
1,081,504.60 
8,371,838.49 


526,471.22 


44,008.06 
700 
120 
120 


136 


_ 
onwnows 


General 


$ 100,015 
115,891 
362,330 


136,283 
117,979 


—(8,594) (5) 


7,488 


$ 831,392 


$ 240,372 
138,246 
201,508 
108,564 

83,274 
24,076 
8,594 


$ 804,634 


15 
$ 26,758 


$9,173,287 
449,071 
9,622,358 


$ 112,500 
63,770 
600 


147 
34 


181 
19 
200 


10 
1 
3 
1 


15 
13 


Nashotah 


$ 46,086.00 
57,928.07 
42,140.13 


35,064.67 
7,896.99 
30,301.37 


$ 219,417.23 


$ 85,288.90 
27,821.48 
54,081.41 
46,333.78 
15,789.61 

1,287.91 


$ 230,603.09 
8 


$ -(11,185.86) 


$1,441,231.76 
215 876.90 
1,657,108.66 


143,156.50 


6,954.00 


500 


81 
6 


00] © CO 





(1) Excludes Scholarship Grants 


(2) Includes Faculty Salaries, Pensions, Housing, Utilities, Allowances 
(3) Includes Salaries, Office Expenses, Supplies, Insurance, Financial Management & Development Costs 
(4) Combined total including tuition, room or apartment, board, & other fees 
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FINANCIAL ANALYSIS OF SEMINARIES FOR FISCAL YEAR ENDING 1965 
INCLUDING OPERATING INCOME, OPERATING EXPENSES AND CAPITAL VALUATION 
As WELL As NUMBER OF STUDENTS AND OF FACULTY 


Seabury- Combined 


>, 
Pacific Philadelphia Western Sewanee Southwest Virginia Total % Distrib. 


$ 55,727 $ 48,170 $ 56,750 $ 49,761 $ 27,950.60(4) $ 98,112.50(7) $ 633,847.33 14.8 
27,619 29,159 37,562 22,933 48,235.00 502,591.65 11.7 
19,221 51,668 63,278 17,642 69,563.48 323,970.50 1,431,964.08 33.4 
64,582 $ 51,219 $ 50,930 $ 84,144 $ 45,918.13 $ 174;627.86 $ 749,178.37 17.5 

124,120 147,270 95,045 (8) 39,365 37,852.99 43,739.90 907,574.10 21.2 
14,438 —(7,780) 3,692 274 36,909.37 a) 
2,574 656 30 3,872,71 5,905 96 25,862.67 6 

$ 308,281 $ 320,362 $ 307,287 $ 274,119 $ 185,157.91 $ 694,591.72 $4, 287,927.57 100.1 

$ 145,477 $ 101,279 $ 111,110 $ 91,246 $ 129,497.38 $ 230,002.80 $1,497 452.15 34.7 
71,111 96,991 53,619 51,930 40,748.65 172,843.72 883,679.69 20.5 
40,769 59,229 25,940 19,179 47,504.72 115,685.45 836,342.48 19.4 
29,564 27,642 50,565 10,215 53 258.97 422,616.29 9.8 
13,978 21,092 20,928 30,813 14,299.19 30,693.68 284,202.72 66 
11,207 7,740 16,574 15,656 16,098.70 12,334.00 135,725.09 3.1 

570 13,180 6,603 50,797.71 76,856,56 249,810.42 58 

$ 312,676 $ 313,973 $ 291,916 $ 225,642 $ 298,946.35 $ 691,675.18 $4,309,828.84 99.9 

10 11 10 10 9 15 119 
$ -(4,395) 6,389 15,371 48,477 —(113,788.44) 2,916.54 —(21,901.27) 


$ 748,210 $1,425,447 $1,801,386 $1,812,895 $ 1,121,979.59 $6,347,974 00 $ 


188,764 178,128 65,213 27,045 8,138.38 1,076,579 00 

936,974 1,603,575 1,866,599 1,839,940 1,130,117.97 7,424,553.00 

—(32,869) $ 46,454 $ 30,705 $ 56,890 $ 120,478.36 
$ 239,612 $ 146,000 $ 719,677.27 


4,481 $ 19,155 $ 34,777 $ 55,705 $ 8,770.00 $ 70,548.16 


700 600 700 500 500 

90 62 78 60 21 178 963 
1 0 12 1 5 5 68 
91 62 90 61 26 183 1031 
14 8 17 13 4 2 125 
105 70 107 74 30 185 1156 
9 5 8 2 4 9 67 
0 2 1 3 3 5 20 
0 3 1 4 Z 1 20 
1 1 2 1 1 0 12 
10 11 10 10 9 15 119 
8 7 3 4 1 6 64 


(5) Loss in auxiliary operations reported 
(6) $27,352 from Bishop Seabury Mission 
(7) Includes library fees 
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FINANCIAL ANALYSIS OF SEMINARIES FOR FISCAL YEAR ENDING 1966 
INCLUDING OPERATING INCOME, OPERATING EXPENSES AND CAPITAL VALUATION 
As WELL As NUMBER OF STUDENTS AND OF FACULTY 

















ITEMS Berkeley Bexley Cambridge General Nashotah 
OPERATING INCOME(?) 
Student Receipts—Tuition ............, is $ 47,693 $ 32,592(5) $ 73,080.00 $ 100,990.00 $ 42 672 50 
Student Receipts—Other ............500. . 40,301 123,743.32 106.699 22 55.179.51 
Invested Wim dsm nia ctersiy tareiteidie(s eleieis eo fats ees 77,407 85,295 298,753.88 444,841.80 52,629.55 
Gifts for Operations: 
Theological Education Sunday ......... 45,000 72,555.15 138 .235.24 38,404.93 
Individuals & Foundations ...........+ 94,914 105.572 94,000.15 161 246.25 16,266.74 
ANIA y ODCLatiOnss se sete eee cies) o benierasieie,« 19,100 10,812.29 27,182.47 
MMASCEMUNCOMe. Greieeote sie ae moms inrsie ns ips eerie 25 000(4) 5,444 4,200.00 1\325.71 
POLAL A sitaaus ieee ea ee certs ale wielelatere - $ 330,315 $ 248,003 $ 666,332.50 $ 964,150.51 $ 232,335.70 
OPERATING EXPENSES 
IMseruction(2), occurances on ts omelets $ 84 395 $ 69,933 $ 214,008.83 $ 242:275.75 $ 86,174.20 
PGI SARS ULATION US) ometeererete se cies olen e(etererel ate = 79 521 82,856 115,143.19 126,500.02 30,193.05 
Plant Operation & Maint. ............... 76 464 22,475 171,554 60 266,497.39 64,251.57 
ULOLGCLORV Ue aitsaar yasmin ener claraje sieved monies 36.700 65,846.18 109.702 95 49,263.89 
Library—Administration .............56. 18,496 18,564 20,165.34 79,917.02 15,841.25 
Library—Acrujsitiong” 62. eee ee ceed 9,739 15,620 11,935.86 29,327.95 (296.61) 
Other Operating Costs: “oi... cens case ge 39.020 62,770 77 36,470.79 
STOLS Lie oripayare: agra etakiet ee iiareva te wetter ase $ 305.315 $ 248,468 $ 661,424.77 $ 890,691.87 $ 245,427.35 
10 8 15 16 9 
OPERATING BALANCE OR (DEFICIT) .. $ 25,000 $  -(465) $ 4,907.73 $ 73,458.64(7) -(18,091.65) 
GENERAL ENDOWMENT CAPITAL 
Market Value—Beginning ............ «+, $1,627,741 $1,538,871 $8)371,838.49 $ 9,622,358.37 $1,657 ,108.66 
Additions or (Deductions) .........0s0.05 353,267 28 782 1.021,615.48 687 616 63 270,736.46 
Market) Value—Ending: Suiieeaesnsccccenes 1,981.008 1,502,040 7.350 223.01 10,309.975.00 1,818,188.40 
Additions to Capital (Non-Endow.) ........ 355,805 1)523,121.57 207,582.11 
CAPITAL INDEBTEDNESS ...........00:. 60,000 
GRANTS-IN-AID TO STUDENTS ......... $ 39,780 $ 39,020 $ 40,923.95 $ 65,567.50 $ 16,562.18 
ANNUAL TUPPION RATD. qocd.f ec ce nape: 600 750 700 600 500 
NUMBER OF STUDENTS 
EENGCP ET AGUATG) lavosc:cretataveraid’ersisl eerie) oieyais- 51s far ao 69 45 121 149 15 
TAGUAEG rie ciaranspaicrepiparcis's a s/f elsia avipteld ste : 10 0 0 26 2 
Wotal— Rul TAME ges aise. cc veiete eae 79 45 121 175 17 
Specilal——Certificate’ Gagtec ct cists s ewlameet 6 4 10 17 10 
Total (AM) Uicaess soe ee seve sete ae : 85 49 131 192 87 
NUMBER OF FACULTY 
PISOPES SOL Maieheelajaa/a ioscan 4/5 state stares alelsesiahe ae 5 4 12(6) 12 4 
DNC O C5 :G3p) 3) 0) C100) dine PES AIG MICCCIOIS DDE: 3 2 i 1 1 
Assistant: PYOfLessor — eeeisnitiess Lcliewicwieceiene 1 2 0 2 3 
IYASURUCTON) ciel. (atacainicra sietarelaisaelele ceiclersic.« SieeRoaeye 1 0 2 1 1 
ota l——Waly PUM See asc esse ase aieicraleryare 10 8 15 16 9 
ARCS PLING Fe yaie reiiniereie cretion xe teee eeeietare 4 3 12 11 4 


(1) Excludes Scholarship Grants 





(2) Includes Faculty Salaries, Pensions, Housing, Utilities, Allowances 
(3) Includes Salaries, Office Expenses, Supplies, Insurance, Financial Management & Development Costs 


(4) Lease Settlement 


(5) Combined total includes tuition, room or apartment, board, & other fees 








Pacific 


$ 52,002 
27,470 
26,474 


66,869 
142,585 
12,919 
3,671 


$ 331,990 


$ 159,440 
17,945 
56.904 
32,449 
14,956 
22,804 

808 


$ 365,306 


10 
$ -(33,316) 


$ 936,974 
100,859 
1,037 833 
120,145 


oe 3,293 


94 
95 


101 


w 
wolrPooeo 
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FINANCIAL ANALYSIS OF SEMINARIES FOR FISCAL YEAR ENDING 1966 
INCLUDING OPERATING INCOME, OPERATING EXPENSES AND CAPITAL VALUATION 
As WELL As NUMBER OF STUDENTS AND OF FACULTY 

















Seabury- Combined 
Philadelphia Western S i 
iladelphi ester ewanee Southwest Virginia Total % Distrib. 
$ 55,485 $ 36,140.00 $ 47,727 $ 30,939.33(8) $ 115,044(®) $ 634,364.83 13.7 
31,679 24,111.00 18,037 49,710 476,930.05 10.3 
66,825 89,196.15 77,989 72,815.96 367,553 1,659 ,780.34 35.8 
$ 55,667 $ 47,082.86 $_ 44,146 $ 38,025.58 $ 176,598 $ 722,583.76 15.6 
186,800 73,731.96 38,188 66,232.27 38,437 1,017,973.37 21.9 
1,135 1,489.46 376 73,014.22 1.6 
1,285 8,863.31 385 4,516.27 2,046 56,736.29 1.2 
$ 398,876 $ 280,614.74 $ 226,848 $ 212,529.41 $ 749,388 $4,641,382.86 100.1 
$ 115,605 $ 124,734.91 $ 100,104 $ 136,902.43 $ 238,700 $1,572,273.12 33.3 
110,790 62,296.69 87,522 38,879.43 160,443 971,999.38 20.6 
80,225 34,932.87 15,674 48,379.12 144,370 981,727.55 20.8 
46,803 34,946.58 3,948 54,564 434,223.60 9.2 
26,109 14,838.79 28,109 14,499.63 29,246 280,742.03 5.9 
10,262 14,779.24 12 727 15,489 89 12,727 155,115.33 3.3 
9 163 63,665.16 107,428 319,325.72 6.8 
$ 389,794 $ 286,439.08 $§ 257,247 $ 317,815.66 $ 747,478 $4,715 406.73 99.9 
12 9 10 10 14 123 
$ 9,082 $ -(5,824.34) $ -(30,399) $ —(105,286.25) $ 1,910 $ —(74,023.87) 
$1,578,463 $1,602,404.57 $1,839,940 $ 1,129,935.97 $7,437,235 
121,791 19,078.79 318,512 803.50 436,268 
1,670,211 1,621,483.36 1,521,428 1,130,739.47 7,873,503 
30,181 61,502.55 500,422 
220,433 697,687.49 
$ 24,336 $ 13,135.00 $ 72,549 $ 9,820.00 $ 71,021 
700 600 700 500 600 
71 61 63 25 177 950 
0 8 0 12 6 65 
(hk 69 63 37 183 1015 
9 us 7 4 2 82 
80 76 70 41 185 1097 
5 4 2 4 9 70 
3 1 3 4 4 23 
2 3 4 2 1 20 
2 1 if 0 0 10 
12 9 10 10 14 123 
8 2 3 1 6 62 


(6) Includes one visiting professor 


(7) Before 


application of scholarship grants 


(8) Includes tuition, room, & rentals 
(9) Includes $29,346.00 tuition paid by school from endowment 
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APPENDIX 22 


REPORT OF THE JOINT COMMISSION 
ON THE CHURCH IN HUMAN AFFAIRS 


THE REPORT 


Members of the Joint Commission 


Rt. Rev. John M. Burgess, D.D. (Massachusetts) , Chairman 
Rt. Rev. Roger W. Blanchard, D.D. (Southern Ohio) 
Rt. Rev. William F. Creighton, D.D. (Washington) 
Rt. Rev. C. Gresham Marmion, D.D. (Kentucky) 
Very Rev. C. Julian Bartlett, D.D. (California) 

Rev. James A. Gusweller (New York), Secretary 
Rev. Canon Charles S. Martin (Washington) 

Rev. William G. Pollard, Ph.D. (Tennessee) 

John E. Buddington (Massachusetts ) 

Michael Budzanoski (Pittsburgh), Vice-Chairman 
Hugh R. Jones (Central New York) 

B. Allston Moore (South Carolina) 

W. Paul Uhlmann (Olympia) 

Mrs. Robert Wilson (Missouri) 

Mrs. Gurney Williams (New York) 

W. Gardner Winters, Jr. (Texas) 


Meetings 


The Joint Commission held four meetings during the triennium. 
In February, 1965, it met at the Virginia Theological Seminary, 
where it organized and elected the above officers. In April, 1966, 
it met at Orleton Farms, London, Ohio; in October, 1966, at the 
Church Center, New York; and in January, 1967, at Ryton Farms, 
Millwood, Virginia. Attendance at meetings has been exceptionally 
good, and there has been full and active participation in all matters 
under consideration. Two members attended the North American 
Study Conference on Family Life held in Hamilton, Ontario, in 
June, 1966. Bishop Burgess and Mrs. Williams were elected to serve 
as Liaison Members of the Department of Christian Social Rela- 
tions. Bishop Burgess and Mr. Jones were elected to present the 
report of the Joint Commission to their respective Houses in the 
General Convention. 
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Standards 


The Joint Commission has continued to hold as its Statement of 
Purpose the following standards adopted in 1959: 


1. The Commission shall continually remind fhe Church of its 
prophetic role in society. 

2. It shall be the function of the Commission to report to the 
General Convention on its study and work in the area of the 
Church and Human Affairs, and to suggest action to the 
Executive Council and its duly constituted Departments. 

3. It shall be the function of the Commission to focus the think- 
ing and influence of the Church in General Convention on the 
concerns of practical matters and Resolutions—not attempt- 
ing to cover the whole field of social action, but concentrating 
on two or three issues having priority of significance. 


The Commission has kept in mind especially the last criterion. 
It might be wondered why no mention has been made in this Report 
of many other problems that are searing the hearts and minds of 
Church people in these days. The Commission replies that it is con- 
fident that the attention of the General Convention will be directed 
to these valid areas of concern by other agencies and Departments, 
and Resolutions will doubtless be presented by individuals and 
Dioceses bearing upon them. It is this Commission’s stated inten- 
tion, however, to bring to the attention of the Church areas of social 
concern that are rising on the horizon of contemporary history. Too 
often, the Church is overwhelmed by problems that have come upon 
it suddenly. This is caused, not by the newness of the problems so 
much as by the Church’s lack of awareness and preparation. The 
usual viewing-with-alarm is often the only response the Church has 
expressed as it confronts social disorganization and evil. The pro- 
phetic note, however, must go far beyond this. The Commission is 
attempting to view with concerned objectivity the life that is un- 
folding and in which the Church is clearly involved. It is hoped that 
the Commission’s thinking will afford Church people a degree of 
assurance that they can make their own contributions through ac- 
ceptance and reconciliation (or even rejection) of the ways that 
lie before them. 


Areas of Concern 


Following the directives issued to the Joint Commission by the 
1964 General Convention (page 655 of the 1964 General Conven- 
tion Journal), the Joint Commission has spent a major portion of 
its time considering the following areas of interest: 
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1. Recommendations to the General Convention about promo- 
tion of and resources for family-planning throughout the 
world; 

2. Premarital-counseling resources; 

3. A study of sexual conduct and behavior. 


Acknowledgments 


The Commission acknowledges with gratitude the work of the 
Joint Staff Committee on Family Life of the Executive Council, and 
particularly the contribution of Mrs. Peggy Morrison, in helping to 
gather the materials and prepare a study-paper, the results of 
which are reflected in this Report. Indebtedness is also expressed 
to Mrs. Robert Webb and the Rev. Arthur Walmsley of the Depart- 
ment of Christian Social Relations for their careful help and guid- 
ance in preparing agenda for meetings and being ever ready to 
assist with wise counsel and factual materials. In this and other 
subjects the Joint Commission has drawn upon its own resources 
and the help of others who have contributed information and in- 
sight. Mention is made especially of the Rev. Michael Hamilton, 
the Rev. Norman Faramelli, the Rev. Clement Welch, and the Rev. 
Prof. Albert T. Mollegen, for their valuable and learned papers and 
discussion. It is the expectation of the Joint Commission that papers, 
enlarging on the subjects treated in this Report, will be published 
and made available to the Church generally for study and action. 

The Commission submits to the General Convention several 
Resolutions; but, rather than listing them in a separate section, as 
has been the custom, each subject is here introduced by formal 
statements that reflect the thinking that gave rise to the recom- 
mendations. 


RECOMMENDATIONS 
A. 
CHRISTIAN UNDERSTANDING OF HUMAN SEXUALITY 


The General Convention of 1964 requested the Joint Commis- 
sion on Human Affairs to give attention to the Christian under- 
standing of sexual behavior. 


Documents Prepared 


At the request of the Commission two responsible documents 
have been prepared. The first, “A Report of an Inquiry into Church- 
related Marriage-and-Family-Counseling Resources”, is the work of 
the Joint Staff Committee on Family Life of the Executive Council. 
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The second, dealing with Christianity and human sexuality, has 
been prepared by the same Joint Staff Committee as a working 
paper. It is not intended for general distribution, nor does it pre- 
sume to state the position of the Episcopal Church on these matters. 
It is the Commission’s hope, however, that it may provide a basis 
upon which further studies may be made and that it may be useful 
to those directly engaged in such studies. 


Signs of Confusion 


The Commission takes note of the significant turbulence in so- 
ciety about the meaning of human sexuality and of the unusual 
cultural stresses to which people are subjected. The complex, some- 
times referred to as the ‘““New Morality”, reflects changes in practice 
and attitudes in sexual behavior of which the Church must be keenly 
aware. In one sense, the development of anti-biotics, the pill, and 
the automobile, have freed people to make responsible decisions 
for themselves. The traditional and often stereotyped attitudes of 
the Churches may no longer provide adequate guidance for people 
today. 


Before the Church can speak with relevance to contemporary 
Christians, it will be important first to deepen the understanding of 
human sexuality. 


Human Sexuality 


Basically, sexuality is of the very nature of life and is good. Man 
is created a sexual being. In isolation, it may be possible to speak 
of the physical aspect of an eye, an ear, or a finger, without sexual 
meaning, but when one thinks of the physical nature of a person, 
one points inevitably to his sexual nature. For the whole person can 
only be experienced as a sexual being. 


Society has tended to focus attitudes about sexuality upon its 
limited aspects in genital expression. This narrow focus has often 
led the Church to concentrate mainly on the rightness or wrongness 
of a sexual act. In so doing, the Church has tended to emphasize 
the importance of moral and civil law as the sole guide to personal 
relationships. 


If, however, one takes seriously the basically sexual nature of 
human creation—‘“‘male and female created He them”—-t is neces- 
sary to respond fully to the total implications of this understanding. 
With this orientation, the sexual expression of a person from birth 
to death can be seen in terms of his total development as a person. 
The focus shifts from viewing an act in isolation as right or wrong 
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to perceiving the total person in terms of his personal growth and 
relationships in the context of social responsibility. It is then the 
place of the Church to help men and women to avoid exploitative, 
self-centered uses of sex, and to help them to discover and develop 
satisfying, self-fulfilling, and responsible ways of expressing their 
sexuality. 


Training for Personal Counseling 


Enabling one to accept his own sexuality and to find it a natural 
and wholesome factor in the establishment of every human rela- 
tionship requires a basic orientation on the part of most people. 
This may even be especially true of clergymen and professional 
Church-workers. They are not always free even to speak of sex 
except in crisis-situations, where they are called in as spokesmen 
for traditional standards of morality. This probably accounts for 
their image in the eyes of many young people: Puritanical, cen- 
sorious, and somehow unreal. 


If the Church is to address itself to the task of communicating 
the good news of human freedom to all men, certainly the message 
must be heard initially by its own leadership. This means providing 
the necessary personnel, programs, and finances to insure an op- 
portunity for clergymen and professional Church-workers to receive 
training in personal counseling. Such programs should center on 
aiding each participant to examine his own attitudes and feelings 
in such a way as will enable him to experience growth in self- 
understanding. Then there should be provided sufficient training in 
the skills needed to communicate the same understanding to the 
Church’s total membership, both children and adults. 


To assist the Church’s leadership in the task of exploring with 
the laity a responsible understanding of human sexuality, it will 
also be necessary to provide a wide range of educational resources. 
Again, the Church should be ready to assign a high priority to such 
personnel, finances, programs, and publications as may be required | 
to meet the needs of its members. Publications, experiences in 
human-relationship training, and the services of professional con- 
sultants should be made available at the earliest possible date. 


Church’s Attitudes 


Attitudes which give rise to rigidly prescriptive statements and 
which fail to deal with the immediate experiences and attitudes of 
human beings will not meet the personal and corporate needs of 
people as they seek to relate to one another with responsibility and 
integrity. The Church needs to make available the means for direct 
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and honest talk at every possible level. Such a massive educational 
undertaking is certainly warranted if there is any validity in the note 
of theological and sociological urgency which has been sounded in 
the initial paragraphs of this very Report. 


The Church must take a positive stand in forgiving and assisting 
those who have suffered from censure or other consequences of 
their behavior and supporting those who are honestly seeking to 
find solutions to the problems posed by the pressures of our society. 


Quite appropriately, ministry in parishes is mainly directed to 
marriage and family life. There is danger, however, that this may 
become a pre-occupation, to the exclusion of a full ministry to single 
adults, divorced persons, widows, and others, for whom marriage 
is not a present choice or possibility. 


Civil Laws 


In respect of the civil laws which govern social conduct, it is 
especially necessary to make a distinction between those laws which 
are necessary for the protection of society and those which attempt 
to regulate private moral choice. Churchmen should recognize that 
laws enacted in prior years may need modification in view of chang- 
ing circumstances, so as not to be unduly repressive or inadequate 
in respect of the freedom of a minority. It should be recognized that 
civil law alone is not an appropriate repository for all the Church’s 
teaching on sex. In a pluralistic society, it is as much a function of 
the law to protect the rights of the minority as it is to protect the 
rights of the majority. 


Therefore, the Joint Commission on Human Affairs recommends 
that the General Convention resolve as follows: 
Resolution #1 


Resolved, the House of ______ concurring, That the Gen- 
eral Convention adopt the following basic principles with 
regard to human sexuality: 


¢ That sexuality is of the very nature of life and is good. 


¢ That focus should be on the development of human per- 
sonality and relationships (self-fulfillment) as more impor- 
tant than attention to specific acts in themselves. 


¢ That civil law is not an appropriate repository for the 
Church’s teaching on sex. 
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Resolution +2 


Resolved, the House of ______ concurring, That the Gen- 
eral Convention instruct the Executive Council to 


(1) Initiate studies which will lead to constructive attitudes 
and actions on the part of the Church in respect of 
Birth-control 
Contraception 
Abortion 
Sterilization 
Illegitimacy 
Divorce and re-marriage 
Pre-marital, post-marital, and extra-marital sexual be- 
havior 
Sexual behavior of single adults 
Homosexuality 
(2) Develop an educational program designed to communi- 
cate these understandings to the Church at large. 


B. 


WORLD POPULATION AND Foop SUPPLY 


The one problem which overshadows all others in this last third 
of the 20th century is the explosive increase in world population 
which is now upon us. We entered this century with about 1% 
billion human beings on the earth. By the year 2000, there will be 
from 542 to 7% billion people; namely, the population will be about 
double the present 3.2 billion, and the earth will be twice as crowded 
as it is now. The Biblical injunction to man at his creation, that he 
should “be fruitful and multiply and fill the earth and subdue it”, 
will have been fulfilled. The earth will be full of humanity, and it 
will have become, through science and technology, so subdued to 
man’s purposes as to have been converted effectively into a space- 
ship carrying him on a long journey through space. 

The consequences of this transformation of the earth into a space- 
ship for man are immense. World population must somehow be 
leveled off early in the 21st century to a stable level of probably no 
more than 10 billion people. After the earth has been filled with 
human beings, the rest of the injunction, “to be fruitful and mul- 
tiply’’, obviously no longer applies. The old natural-law conclusion 
that the purpose of sex is reproduction will no longer apply. On a 
spaceship, both the natural law and the physical requirements for 
survival demand that sex and reproduction be separated. This will 
require enormous moral and religious adjustments all over the 
world. 
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Food 


The most immediate problem is.food. Technological means are 
either in hand or in sight to solve the problem of feeding a world 
population even of 10 billion. They involve several approaches, the 
most important of which are very large-scale nuclear sea-water de- 
salting installations and equally large-scale fresh-water diversion 
projects for the irrigation of great desert areas over the earth. Land 
presently under cultivation can be improved greatly in productivity 
through the application of modern agricultural techniques. Large- 
scale harvesting of food from the sea can add to world food sup- 
plies. Even the synthesis of protein and other food-components from 
petroleum may in time be developed on an economic basis. Yet all 
of this will clearly require time, a decade or two at least, to be 
developed on the scale which is necessary. In the interim, we face 
famines of catastrophic proportions, involving death by starvation 
of numbers running into the hundreds of millions. Conditions are 
already critical in India, and by the early 1970’s major famines seem 
inescapable in India, Pakistan, and China. By the mid-1970’s, the 
same will be true of Indonesia, Iran, Turkey, and Egypt. Unless 
truly heroic measures are initiated now, catastrophic famine condi- 
tions will extend to nearly all of Asia, Africa, and Latin America 
by 1980. 


Aid to Under-developed Nations 


The World Conference on Church and Society, held in Geneva, 
Switzerland, in June, 1966, expressed as a standard of mutual re- 
sponsibility and inter-dependence among nations that the developed 
nations devote 2 percent of their Gross National Products for aid 
to under-developed nations. We commend this standard as appro- 
priate, particularly for the United States, and urge all Churchmen 
to support it. The Geneva Conference expressed the basis for such 
a standard in theological terms: ‘God has created and redeemed the 
whole world. This implies a more just distribution, not only of 
wealth, but also of health, education, security, housing, and oppor- 
‘tunity. .. . Nations and governments are true to God’s calling only 
if they co-operate in the search for this more equitable allocation. 
Insofar as they hinder it or are indifferent to it, they risk, not only 
political disruption, but also the judgment of God.” 


We propose for adoption by the General Convention two Reso- 
lutions: one dealing with population-control, based on a statement 
of the House of Bishops at its meeting of October, 1966; and the 
other dealing with food, based on a statement from the World Con- 
ference in Geneva. 
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Resolution +3 


Resolved, the House of ______ concurring, That this 
Church support programs of population-control, recognizing 
and proclaiming that the population-explosion has become a 
world crisis, in which personal responsibility affects all strata of 
society, so that family-planning has become essential, not only 
for those who are poor, but for all who accept social responsi- 
bility seriously; and, more specifically, that this Church sup- 
port the availability of all legitimate birth-control services 
within the United States, and the creation of pilot-programs 
which may persuade people and governments that such pro- 
grams on a large scale are practical and ‘effective. 


Resolution +4 


Resolved, the House of —___ concurring, That this 
Church affirm that, in the face of the estimated requirement of 
a fourfold increase in food supply in the next three decades 
if all are to have a modestly adequate diet, food is a resource 
provided by God which must be made available to all his 
children; and that the problem of food can only be solved on 
a global scale, with the full use of all human and technical 
skill, involving international food arrangements, to which pro- 
ducing nations would contribute on a planned basis, and from 
which food-short nations would draw. 


C. 
MEDICAL TECHNOLOGY 


The Commission commends to the mind of the Church the prob- 
lems and opportunities which arise in connection with medical 
technology. Reference is made, for instance, to the possibilities of 
manipulating hereditary factors; to the decisions surrounding arti- 
ficial insemination and abortion; to test-tube experiments with 
human ova and sperm; to the prolongation of life in terminal ill- 
ness, or, following irreparable brain damage, to the modification of 
human personality by the use of drugs and electrical stimulation; 
and to the more uncertain possibilities which attend the possibility 
of suspended animation through the freezing of human beings. 

Research into the formation and functioning of the human body 
and mind will continue, with or without the blessing of the Church. 
Scientists have become increasingly concerned with the need for 
moral criteria for human experimentation, and doctors are anxious 
to discharge their professional responsibilities. Many of each look 
to the Church for guidance. 
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Man is now confronted with an inescapable new freedom. Na- 
ture alone does not supply categorical answers to all his questions, 
and the traditional resources for moral qudement in these matters 
are becoming increasingly inadequate. 


There is a growing need for a better identification of the problems 
and of their implications. The Commission expresses the urgent 
hope that the whole Church, no less, will actively concern itself, 
and that, with the guidance and assistance of scientists and theolo- 
gians working together, new criteria for moral guidance can be 
developed. 


More specifically, the Commission recommends the adoption of 
the following Resolution: 


Resolution #5 


Resolved, the House of ______ concurring, That the Execu- 
tive Council be instructed to carry out a study of the moral 
issues raised by medical technology, with the participation of 
scientists and theologians, and report the results thereof to the 
next General Convention through the Joint Commission on 
Human Affairs. 


D. 
TECHNOLOGY AND HUMAN VALUES 


The Joint Commission takes note of advancing strides in science 
and technology as they affect man’s work. Developments in cyber- 
netics, of automated machines, and of computers, enable man to 
expand, and enormously to speed up, the functions for which he 
formerly relied on his own muscles and brains. The implications of 
these developments for human values are basic and far-reaching. 
The Church must be informed and participate directly in the evo- 
lution of new and modified value-systems. 


Traditional expressions of the theology of man no longer are 
adequate to the demands of the situation. Thus, for example, when 
one understands that human worth and dignity are largely inde- 
pendent of economic productivity, one looks at the work-leisure 
questions and unemployment problems from a different perspective. 
If it is thought that technology is a curse, because certain of its 
aspects may dehumanize, fragment, and alienate man, one must 
be quick to affirm that technology is also a blessing, because it 
offers liberation, new opportunities, and economic well-being. Tech- 
nology has given man the capability, for the first time in history, to 
deal adequately with basic human needs for food, shelter, and 
clothing. 


HUMAN AFFAIRS Appendix 22.11 


The human implications of technological advance have now be- 
come a major concern of many segments of our society—of indus- 
try, labor, education, and government, as well as of those directly 
concerned with the development of science and technology. The 
Commission commends this work to the attention of the Church, 
so that Churchmen may be better informed and prepared to make 
their distinctive contributions to the resolution of the critical issues. 
The recent study-process on “Human Values and Advancing Tech- 
nology”, undertaken by the National Council of Churches, illustrates 
one way in which the Church might become engaged. 


The Commission urges that the General Convention, in the de- 
sign of the program of the Church, and the Executive Council in its 
implementation, give conscious attention to ways in which this 
Church can in this area discharge its responsibility, both to its own 
members, and to society. 


E. 
CONTINUATION OF THE JOINT COMMISSION 


Resolved, the House of _______ concurring, That the Joint 
Commission on the Church in Human Affairs be continued, 
and that it consist of four Bishops, four Presbyters, and eight 
Lay Persons; and be it further 


Resolved, the House of _______ concurring, That, for the 
expenses of the Joint Commission on the Church in Human 
Affairs, the sum of four thousand five hundred dollars 
($4,500.00) be appropriated for the triennium. 


FINANCIAL REPORT 

Receipts 
Appropriation by the General Convention $4,500.00 . 
Disbursements 


Expenses incurred for meetings, including 

travel, hotel, meals, etc., for members 

of the Joint Commission .......... $2,832.59 
To the Executive Council for work done 

under the direction of the Department 

of Christian Social Relations ..... 100.00 


Total Expenditures to date’... .....%. 2,932.59 
Unexpended Balance, February 16, 1967 $1,567.41 
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JOHN M. BURGESS 
ROGER W. BLANCHARD 
WILLIAM F. CREIGHTON 
C. GRESHAM MARMION 
C. JULIAN BARTLETT 
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MEMORIAL MINUTE ON BISHOP FENNER 


The death on February 14, 1966, of the Right Reverend Good- 
rich R. Fenner, fifth Bishop of Kansas, took from our earthly 
company a leader and friend of rare wit and grace. He was ap- 
pointed to the Commission in 1949 and served as its chairman 
from 1952 until his retirement in 1961. 


We shall remember always his diligent and faithful performance 
of duties, the quiet but firm urgency of his presiding at meetings 
(we were always ahead of schedule), the whimsy and gaiety of his 
conversation and correspondence, and his generous loyalty and 
unfailing support of his colleagues. 


He encouraged frank exchange of difference, being able always 
to moderate them by his right judgment of proportion and his 
extraordinary common sense. He worked hard at his own studies, 
to keep abreast of liturgical scholarship, and was a perceptive 
helper in the production of most of the Commission’s Prayer Book 
Studies. He was especially instrumental in the preparation of the 
Studies concerning the services of the Ordinal. 


Bishop Fenner was also a man of profound piety, without fuss or 
sentimentality, an example to us all of faith in God and of a love 
for whatever is true and honest and of good report. 


The Commission herewith places on record its grief at his death, 
its joy in his triumph, and extends our affectionate sympathy to his 
beloved wife, to the Diocese which he served so faithfully, and to 
his colleagues in the House of Bishops. 


THE STANDING LITURGICAL COMMISSION 


Meeting at Greenwich, Connecticut, 
September 1, 1966. 


LITURGICAL COMMISSION Appendix 23.3 


REVISION OF THE BOOK OF COMMON PRAYER 


A topic of major importance facing this General Convention is 
the matter of revising the Book of Common Prayer. 


Prayer Book Often Revised 


The Prayer Book holds a central place in the life of this Church, 
because it is not only the Church’s order for worship and the ad- 
ministration of the Sacraments, but also its handbook of doctrine 
and discipline. Indeed, its influence extends far beyond the borders 
of the Episcopal Church. Part of the strength of the Prayer Book is 
its faithful witness to unchanging traditions and-its solemn language 
inherited from past centuries. On the other hand, however, it has 
never been allowed to become out-dated. The beauty and excellence 
of the Prayer Book now in use is the result of many revisions down 
through the centuries, which have involved changes in the language, 
the contents, and the arrangement of the services. The present ver- 
sion was produced by a far-reaching revision completed in 1928, 
as many Churchmen remember. It had previously been revised only 
thirty-six years before, in 1892; and that revision, in turn, replaced 
the first Prayer Book of the American Church, adopted in 1789, 


The Liturgical Commission 


As soon as the last revision of the Prayer Book was completed, 
in 1928, it was understood and recognized that another revision 
would be needed in a generation or two. Accordingly, the General 
Convention of 1928 established the Standing Liturgical Commis- 
sion, so that the Church would have a permanent agency to deal 
with liturgical matters. 


Since 1949, with the authorization of the General Convention, 
the Commission has been producing Prayer Book Studies, a series 
of widely read booklets dealing with questions relating to worship, 
the administration of the Sacraments, and suggestions for the im- 
provement of separate rites. 


The General Convention of 1964, on the recommendation of the 
Commission, gave final approval to a change in Article X. of the 
Church’s Constitution that permits of trial use. Accordingly, new 
material, when duly approved by the Convention, may now be used 
experimentally, throughout the Church, during three-year periods. 
Thus, the material may be tested in a public, orderly, and demo- 
cratic manner in actual services of worship. 
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The results and evaluations of such trial use are to be reported 
by congregations and individuals to their diocesan Liturgical Com- 
mittees, which, in turn, are to pass them on to the Standing Litur- 
gical Commission, so that the material on trial can be improved 
and perfected. Thus, the clergy and the laity of the Church can play 
a direct part in the development and revision of new liturgical 
material. The Standing Liturgical Commission is strongly committed 
to the principle that new forms of service should undergo such 
testing before they are adopted and imposed upon the Church 
through legislation. 


Pressures for Another Revision 


Meanwhile, the desire for the revision of the Prayer Book has 
become stronger in many quarters, and for many reasons. Certain 
pastoral and spiritual needs of the present time are simply not being 
met by the present Book. Its rubrics are frequently inconsistent and 
misleading (the reconciling of the rubrics was one of the unfinished 
tasks of the last revision). Many parishes desire to use translations 
of the Scriptures more modern than the King James Version, and 
when they are used, in conformity with the Canon, it has brought 
into sharp focus the fact that the meanings of many of the prayers 
are not well understood by large numbers of the people, and espe- 
cially the youth. Of major importance, too, is the fact that the 
history, principles, and significance of worship have been the ob- 
jects of deep and widespread study in many portions of the Christian 
Church in recent decades. 


Other parts of the Anglican Communion, and other major Chris- 
tian bodies, both Protestant and Catholic, have already revised their 
liturgies in the present decade, or are currently doing so. Churches 
which have been separated for centuries are finding that revisions 
and improvements of worship are, in fact, bringing them closer to- 
gether. Especially in the celebration of the Eucharist, the Holy 
Communion, there is increasing ecumenical agreement about the 
pattern and form of the service, and such agreement has been con- 
sistent with the doctrines and tradition that this Church has always 
maintained. 


In such an age, Episcopalians, naturally, do not wish to fall into 
the background. For centuries, the successive versions of the Book 
of Common Prayer have been recognized as setting the highest 
standards for Christian worship in the English-speaking world. The 
Church would not wish to settle for any lower standard of excel- 
lence at a time when a greater body of knowledge and experience 
is available in the field, and when new studies and constructive 
co-operation are achieving such favorable results. 
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General Convention’s Directive 


The General Convention of 1964 looked forward to a revision of 
the Prayer Book in the near future, and directed the Standing Litur- 
gical Commission to prepare a plan for carrying it out. The pertinent 
Resolution reads as follows: 


Resolved, . . . That the following Resolution be referred to the 
Standing Liturgical Commission for study and action, viz: 
Resolved, . . . That a Joint Commission be appointed by the 


Presiding Bishop and the President of the House of Deputies to 
propose to the next General Convention a plan by which a revision 
of the Book of Common Prayer can be undertaken, beginning at 
the next General Convention of this Church. ° 


In response to this directive, the Commission has given hard 
study to the various factors involved: to requirements of personnel, 
time, and expense. It has formulated the Plan that is presented in 
the following paragraphs. The Plan is, of course, designed to con- 
form to the legal requirements of the Constitution, and it provides 
for preliminary trial use, in three-year periods, of the material that 
would be included in a future revision of the Prayer Book. 


These several requirements mean that a finished revision of the 
Book of Common Prayer cannot possibly be adopted in less than 
nine years from the present date. Therefore, in the opinion of many, 
it is now high time for the process to begin, lest the end-product 
be even further delayed. However, in spite of the understandable 
impatience of many, it must be remembered that Prayer-Book revi- 
sion is a difficult and delicate process, calling for spiritual depth, 
theological balance, literary beauty, and pastoral practicality. It re- 
quires the best knowledge, talent, and experience that the Church 
can command. 


Plan for Revision 


1. Role of the Liturgical Commission 


It is recommended, first, that the Standing Liturgical Commis- 
sion be designated by the General Convention as its instrument for 
the revision of the Prayer Book. The Commission, itself, rather than 
a specially appointed body, would thus be responsible for initiating, 
co-ordinating, and producing a Draft Revision of the Book of Com- 
mon Prayer. To enable it to carry out the task adequately, the 
Commission envisages a temporary increase in its membership, by 
the addition of four new members, which would bring its total 
membership to sixteen persons during the period of revision. It is 
thought that this can be done by Resolution, without amendment 
of Canon 22. 
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2. Consultants 


It is recommended, further, that the Presiding Bishop and the 
President of the House of Deputies be asked to appoint approxi- 
mately two hundred other persons as Consultants to the Commis- 
sion, to assist in the task of revision. The group would include 
Bishops, other clergymen, and lay men and women of many differ- 
ent backgrounds. Out of the total group, some would subsequently 
be appointed to Drafting Committees, operating, for the most part, 
in different geographical areas. Each Committee would have a 
member of the Standing Liturgical Commission as its chairman and 
liaison with the Commission. Each would have a single service or 
section of the Prayer Book for which it would have responsibility 
for producing a preliminary draft revision. The exact number of 
Drafting Committees to be constituted would be determined by the 
requirements of the work as it develops. 


3. Co-ordinator 


The Commission believes that the complex task of liaison with 
the Drafting Committees, and of the scheduling and co-ordination 
of their work, would be set forward most effectively and econom- 
ically by the employment of an experienced Co-ordinator, respon- 
sible and accountable to the Commission. Working with a small 
' clerical staff, the Co-ordinator would establish and develop contin- 
uous liaison and correspondence between the Commission and the 
Committees, among the Committees themselves, and between the 
entire project and other interested agencies of the Church. He 
would assist the Drafting Committees to get started on their assigned 
tasks and ensure that the tasks were brought to conclusion within an 
agreed-upon time-table. He would assist the Commission in co- 
ordinating and expediting the publication of the drafts prepared by 
the Committees, and work closely with the Chairman and desig- 
nated members of the Commission. In these ways, the developing 
experiences of the several Committees would be immediately avail- 
able to every other Committee and to the Commission itself. 

It is believed that these arrangements would make it possible to 
place at least a first draft of the various parts of the Prayer Book 
before the 1970 General Convention, for possible trial use. 


4. Financing 


The Commission has carried out a careful study of the financial 
implications of the Plan, taking into account the costs of travel and 
meetings, of publications and correspondence, of the salary and 
expenses of a Co-ordinator and his clerical assistance. It is the 
considered opinion of the Commission that the cost of the Plan 
during the triennium 1968-1970 would not exceed $250,000.00. 
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5. Trial Use 


According to the proposed Plan, the drafts of separate services 
that are approved for trial use in 1970 (as well as those items that 
may already have been approved), would be available for testing 
throughout the Church during the 1971-1973 triennium. Services 
not so approved would be returned to the appropriate Drafting 
Committees for further work, so that they could be recommended 
for trial use in 1973. Meanwhile, the diocesan Liturgical Commit- 
tees would have the important responsibility of gathering, collating, 
and transmitting reports from the parishes and individuals concern- 
ing the material already on trial, so that it may, be improved and 
refined. Concurrently, the Standing Liturgical Commission would 
proceed with the unification of the separate parts into a single 
volume constituting the Draft Revised Book of Common Prayer. 


6. Target Dates 


By the Convention of 1973, or that of 1976, all portions of the 
proposed Book could have had at least three years of trial use. 
If satisfactory, the Draft Revised Book of Common Prayer as a 
whole could then be recommended to the Convention for adoption, 
and the process could be completed three years later. 


7. Recommendations 


Considering the magnitude of the task, and the importance of 
trial use on a democratic basis across the Church, it is believed 
that the Plan just outlined would prove the most efficient and eco- 
nomical method for an adequate and constructive revision. 


Therefore, the Standing Liturgical Commission recommends the 
adoption of the following Resolutions: 


Resolution #1 


Whereas, The Sixty-First General Convention referred to 
the Standing Liturgical Commission “for study and action” a 
Resolution calling for a Commission “to propose to the next 
General Convention a plan by which a revision of the Book of 
Common Prayer can be undertaken”; and 

Whereas, Two Memorials of similar import, from the Dio- 
cese of Rhode Island and the Missionary District of Idaho, 
respectively, were referred to the Standing Liturgical Commis- 
sion by the House of Bishops; now, therefore, be it 

Resolved, the House of _______ concurring, That this 
Sixty-Second General Convention approve the Plan for a Revi- 
sion of the Book of Common Prayer set forth in this Report of 
the Standing Liturgical Commission to this Convention. 


23.8 Appendix LITURGICAL COMMISSION 


Resolution +£2 


Resolved, the House of __ concurring, That the 
Standing Liturgical Commission be designated by this Sixty- 
Second General Convention as its instrument for the revision 
of the Book of Common Prayer, and be assigned responsibility, 
and be held accountable, for initiating, prosecuting, co-ordinat- 
ing, and bringing to completion the process of producing a 
Draft Revised Book of Common Prayer. 


Resolution +:3 


Resolved, the House of _______ concurring, That, for the 
purpose of revising the Book of Common Prayer, and until 
such revision be completed, the Standing Liturgical Commis- 
sion be augmented by four Members, in addition to its present 
membership of twelve, being the nine appointive and one ex 
officio Members provided by Canon 22, plus the two episcopal 
Consultants appointed by the Presiding Bishop, so that the total 
temporary membership of the Commission shall be sixteen. 


Resolution +4 


Resolved, the House of _______ concurring, That the Pre- 
siding Bishop, in respect of Bishops, and the President of the 
House of Deputies, in respect of other clergymen and lay 
persons, be authorized and requested to appoint qualified Con- 
sultants to the Standing Liturgical Commission to enable the 
said Commission to organize the several Committees required 
by the Plan for a Revision of the Book of Common Prayer now 
adopted and for other purposes connected with the said 
revision. 


Resolution #5 


Resolved, the House of _______ concurring, That the Pre- 
siding Bishop and the President of the House of Deputies, 
jointly, be authorized and requested to appoint a Co-ordinator 
for Prayer Book Revision, who shall be responsible and ac- 
countable to the Standing Liturgical Commission; the functions 
of said Co-ordinator to include 


(1) Assisting the Committees of Consultants to initi- 
ate and carry out their assigned tasks; 


(2) Maintaining contact with the said Committees 
throughout the revision process; 
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(3) Providing liaison among the said Committees, be- 
tween the said Committees and the Standing Liturgical 
Commission, and between the said Standing Liturgical 
Commission and other Joint Committees and Joint Com- 
missions of the General Convention and comparable 
bodies of other Christian Communions; 


(4) Furnishing staff services to the Standing Liturgical 
Commission in co-ordinating and editing the products of 
the several Committees; and 


(5) Expediting the production of ‘the Draft Revised 
Book of Common Prayer. 


Resolution +6 


Resolved, the House of ________ concurring, That there be 
included in the General Church Program for the 1968-1970 
triennium the sum of $250,000.00 for the implementation of 
the Plan for a Revision of the Book of Common Prayer. 


LITURGY OF THE LORD’S SUPPER 


Unquestionably, the major achievement of the Standing Liturgical 
Commission during the past triennium has been the completion of 
its work on a new study of the Eucharistic Liturgy. 


Prayer Book Studies XVII 


Published by the Church Pension Fund in December, 1966, as 
Prayer Book Studies XVII: The Liturgy of the Lord’s Supper, the 
work has been in process ever since the Commission began receiv- 
ing the very considerable volume of correspondence which reflected 
the reaction of the Church to Prayer Book Studies IV: The Eucha- 
ristic Liturgy, published in 1953. 


Of the members of the Commission at the time Prayer Book 
Studies IV was published, only one, the Rev. Massey H. Shepherd, 
Jr., is still a member today; another, the Rt. Rev. Arthur Lichten- 
berger, however, is now a Consultant to the Commission. 


Contents 


As the preface to Prayer Book Studies XVII points out, the 
Study is, in the first instance, “‘a report to the Church, in accordance 
with our canonical obligations, of the analysis of the reaction to 
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Prayer Book Studies IV”. The bulk of the Study is devoted to a 
rationale of a proposed eucharistic rite. The Study also includes a 
valuable appendix, which contains not only a useful bibliography, 
but also a number of recent consecration prayers,‘ printed in full for 
easy reference and comparison. 


The proposed eucharistic rite has passed through no less than 
eleven editions since it was first drafted. Each version was subjected 
not only to the careful scrutiny of the Commission members and 
other liturgiologists, but also to the acid test of employment in actual 
celebrations under varying conditions, and both said and sung. For 
more than a decade, the process has gone on, until the Commission 
decided that it had developed a rite that was worthy of being pre- 
sented to the Church. Only then was it printed and distributed 
through the generous co-operation of The Church Pension Fund. 


Initial Response 


In the brief period since the publication of the Study, a surprising 
volume of correspondence has been addressed to the members of 
the Commission, commenting on the proposed rite. Some letters 
have been couched in general terms, mainly of approbation; others 
have been quite detailed. Predominantly, the response has been 
enthusiastic, as, also, have been the reviews in the Church press, 
both scholarly and popular. The Commission, therefore, is encour- 
aged to seek the authorization of this General Convention for trial 
use. 


Trial Use 


The Commission is deeply committed to the principle of trial use. 
It finds itself in hearty agreement with the English scholar, G. D. 
Kilpatrick, who, in his recent book, Remaking the Liturgy, says, 


The place where liturgy should be created is in the congregations, 
not in the committees... . 


This puts the burden of creation on the congregations of Christian 
people who use the liturgy... . 


This may sound to us a lawless procedure, but it is the way in 
which liturgies happen... . 


This may offend against our desire for uniformity. To this we may 
answer that uniformity comes after creation. It takes time to establish 
itself, and the more freely it comes, the more surely it comes. 


It is to provide, in an orderly and lawful way for such congrega- 
tional creation of liturgy to happen, that trial use was devised. 
The trial-use principle underlies the provisions in the proposed rite 
for flexibility, which a few of the Commission’s correspondents 
have found strange and somewhat uncomfortable to contemplate. 
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Freedom for Real Experimentation 


A case in point is that feature known as the Penitential Order. 
There is a sufficient weight of opinion, in the mind of the Commis- 
sion, to warrant testing whether this material ought not to be op- 
tional, except on a very few specified occasions. Moreover, there 
are at least three points in the rite at which the material, when and 
if used, would be appropriate. The suggestion of the Commission, 
that the Penitential Order be printed, during the period of trial use, 
at the end of the rite, and to provide by rubric for its insertion at 
one or another of several points in the service, is the only practical 
way to leave the Church free, through actual experimentation, to 
determine how frequently the material should be-used, and which of 
the several positions is the best. 


Recommendation 


The Commission recommends the adoption of the following 
Resolution: 
Resolution #7 
Resolved, the House of __ concurring, That this 
Sixty-Second General Convention, in accordance with Clause 
(b) of Article X. of the Constitution, authorize for trial use 
throughout this Church, for a period of three years, as from 
the Feast of St. Michael and All Angels, being the twenty- 
ninth day of September, 1967, as an alternative at any time 
or times to “The Order for the Administration of the Lord’s 
Supper or Holy Communion”, as set forth in the Book of 
Common Prayer, that certain document entitled, The Liturgy 
of the Lord’s Supper/ The Celebration of Holy Eucharist/ 
And Ministration of Holy Communion, prepared by the 
Standing Liturgical Commission, published by The Church 
Pension Fund in 1966, and accompanying this Report. 


THE JERUSALEM BIBLE 


In response to numerous requests, and on the basis of its own 
favorable assessment of the liturgical, as well as the scholarly, 
merits of the Jerusalem Bible, the Commission is pleased to recom- 
mend that that version of the Holy Scriptures be included among 
the translations approved for use for the Lessons at Morning and 
Evening Prayer. 

The Commission believes that such action would be singularly 
appropriate from an ecumenical point of view, inasmuch as the 
Jerusalem Bible is the work of a body of English Roman Catholic 
scholars. It is well known that the Revised Standard Version, trans- 
lated by American scholars under the auspices of the National 


. 
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Council of Churches, has received a measure of acceptance among 
Roman Catholics, both in this country and in Great Britain. 


For the above reasons, then, the Standing Liturgical Commis- 
sion recommends the following Resolution: 


Resolution +8 


Resolved, the House of ______ concurring, That Canon 20 
be, and the same is hereby, amended, so that the same shall 
read, 


CANON 20 
Of Translations of the Bible 


The Lessons at Morning and Evening Prayer shall be 
read from the translation of the Holy Scriptures, com- 
monly known as the King James or Authorized Version 
(which is the Standard Bible of this Church), together 
with the Marginal Readings authorized for use by the 
General Convention of 1901; or from one of the three 
translations known as Revised Versions, including the 
English Revision of 1881, the American Revision of 
1901, and the Revised Standard Version of 1952; or from 
the New English Bible, New Testament, of 1961; or 
from the Jerusalem Bible of 1966. 


MODERN VERSIONS IN THE EUCHARIST 


Many persons throughout the Church have communicated to the 
Standing Liturgical Commission their eagerness to use alternative 
versions of the Holy Scriptures, not only for the Lessons at Morning 
and Evening Prayer, but also for the Epistles and Gospels at the 
Holy Communion. 


The Commission sympathizes with the sentiments of the peti- 
tioners, and proposes the following Resolution: 


Resolution #9 


Resolved, the House of _______ concurring, That this Sixty- 
Second General Convention, in accordance with Clause (b) of 
Article X. of the Constitution, authorize for trial use through- 
out this Church, for a period of three years, as from the Feast 
of St. Michael and All Angels, being the twenty-ninth day of 
September, 1967, in lieu of the Epistles and Gospels set out 
in the Book of Common Prayer, the corresponding passages 
from any one of those translations of the Holy Scriptures that 
are permitted by Canon 20 to be used for the Lessons at Morn- 
ing and Evening Prayer. 
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LESSER FEASTS AND FASTS 


The Standing Liturgical Commission has studied the responses 
by individuals and Dioceses concerning the trial use of The Calen- 
dar and the Collects, Epistles, and Gospels for the Lesser Feasts 
and Fasts and for Special Occasions, which was authorized for such 
use by the General Convention of 1964. The Commission hereby 
reports the results of its study and evaluation of the reports, as it 
was directed to do by the enabling Resolution of the 61st General 
Convention. 


Extent of Trial Use 


The study reveals that less than half of the Dioceses have set up 
Liturgical Committees, as they were urged to do; and not all of the 
Dioceses that have reported to the Commission that Liturgical Com- 
mittees have been formed have submitted reports on trial use of 
Lesser Feasts and Fasts. On the basis of the reports it has received, 
therefore, the Commission can only conclude that relatively few 
clergymen participated in the trial use of the material in any formal 
way. The publication has had a relatively high volume of sales, 
36,700 copies having been sold by March 9, 1967, so, presumably, 
it has been examined and studied rather more widely than the 
returns of reports would show. However, such private study and 
unreported usage of the material cannot, of course, contribute to 
the refinement and improvement of the texts nor to a decision 
about the desirability of expanding and enriching the Calendar. 


Appreciation to Responders 


The Commission is grateful for the response of all Dioceses and 
individuals whose reports have shown that considerable study has 
been given to the matter and who have contributed extremely help- 
ful suggestions to the Commission, with specific comments, criti- 
cisms, and proposals. The Commission would especially cite the 
following: 


The Dioceses and Missionary Districts of Alaska, Atlanta, 
Delaware, Idaho, Indianapolis, Los Angeles, Maine, Massa- 
chusetts, Michigan, Milwaukee, Rhode Island, and Washing- 
ton; the Rev. Canon Edward N. West of New York, the Rev. 
Donald L. Garfield of New York (for the Church Union), 
and the Rev. B. Franklin Williams of Oklahoma. 


The Commission also expresses gratitude to the Liturgical Com- 
mission of the Diocese of Georgia for its assistance in examining, 
collating, and evaluating the reports, so that they could be effec- 
tively reviewed and studied by the Standing Liturgical Commission. 


‘ 
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Calendar and Propers of Time and for Occasions 


On the whole, THE CALENDAR has been well received in all 
parts of the Church. Only three of the proposed, commemorations 
have been seriously questioned. There have been scattered requests 
for additional commemorations, but no notable concentration on 
any one. 

The proposals for the PROPER OF TIME and the PROPER 
FOR SPECIAL OCCASIONS have elicited general appreciation 
and approval, with negative responses.only in respect of the length 
of some of the liturgical lections. 


“Votives” 


With regard to the PROPER FOR SPECIAL OCCASIONS, 
commonly called “Votives”, the study revealed a considerable 
amount of confusion in the Church about their purpose and use. 
It has commissioned and approved the following statement by the 
Rey. Dr. Shepherd, to clarify the situation: 


Intercessory 


The custom of “votive” celebrations of the Eucharist on special 
occasions, such as weddings, funerals, and memorial anniversaries, 
goes back to ancient Christian times. In the early Middle Ages, this 
“Intercessory” emphasis was greatly extended to include a variety 
of concerns in the life both of individuals and communities; e.g., 
times of sickness, travel, danger, war and peace, seedtime and 
harvest, and many others. The list of special needs and circum- 
stances could be greatly expanded. In most cases, however, provi- 
sion for such intentions can be adequately subsumed (and, indeed, 
always may be subsumed) within the framework of intercessory 
prayers in the regular course of Eucharistic celebrations of the day 
or season. 


Widespread or Recurrent Concerns 


There are certain concerns that are either pertinent to the life 
and witness of the entire Church, or so recurrent in the needs of its 
members, that propers for them are appropriate and useful. In 
Lesser Feasts and Fasts, the Commission has included several addi- 
tional propers for this type of “votive”, to enlarge the scope of those 
now included in the Prayer Book (At a Marriage, At a Burial, for 
the Communion of the Sick, as well as the communal observances 
of Independence Day and Thanksgiving Day). 


Doctrinal V otives 


The early Middle Ages also inaugurated the practice of “votive” 
Eucharists designed to give emphasis to certain major doctrines of 
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the Church. One of these, the Mass of the Holy Trinity, was ulti- 
mately taken up into the “Proper of Time” as a special feast, on 
the Octave of Pentecost; namely, Trinity Sunday as we now know 
it in the Prayer Book. 

The Commission has, therefore, offered, in Lesser Feasts and 
Fasts, several “‘votive” propers of this type, which may be particu- 
larly useful in connection with teaching missions and conferences— 
events that become increasingly significant factors in the life of 
the whole Church at parochial, diocesan, provincial, and inter- 
provincial levels. The rubrics that point to the peculiar appropri- 
ateness of certain of these “votives” to particular days of the week 
are not intended to be exclusive, but to indicate their relevance on 
those days when it is desired to commemorate the major events of 
the last three days of Holy Week in the same way that Sunday is 
always a recalling of Easter Day. 


Proper of Saints 

The responses to the use of the PROPER OF SAINTS reveal 
a desire for the use of modern biblical translations, for brief bio- 
graphical information at the head of each commemoration (the 
Commission would call attention to the existence of this material 
in Prayer Book Studies 1X and XVI, published in 1957 and 1963, 
respectively), and for consideration to be given to providing all 
commemorations with full propers. In a future revision, and if 
these desires continue to be expressed, the Commission will seri- 
ously consider acceding to them. 


Recommendations 
The Commission recommends the following Resolution: 


Resolution +10 


Resolved, the House of ______ concurring, That this Sixty- 
Second General Convention, in accordance with the provisions 
of Clause (b) of Article X. of the Constitution, authorize for 
trial use, for a further period of three years, as from this date, 
that certain document entitled, The Calendar and the Collects, 
Epistles, and Gospels for the Lesser Feasts and Fasts and for 
Special Occasions, prepared by the Standing Liturgical Com- 
mission, published by The Church Pension Fund in 1963, as 
amended by the Schedule of Amendments appended hereto; 
Provided, that in lieu of the Epistles and Gospels set forth 
therein, the corresponding passages from any one of the trans- 
lations of the Holy Scriptures that are permitted by Canon 20 to 
be used for the Lessons at Morning and Evening Prayer may be 
used. 


‘ 
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Schedule of Amendments 


The Collects, Epistles, and Gospels for the Lesser Feasts and Fasts 


121 
154 


158 
168 


182 
190 


and for Special Occasions 


Change (all abbreviations of Lessons are optional). 


Replace first Collect with that on page 59. 

Replace Collect with that on page 24. 

Omit verses 25-32 of Gospel. 

Omit verses 9b-13 of the Epistle. 

Replace Collect with that on page 59. 

Substitute, for the Gospel, St. Mark 10:32-45. 

Replace Collect with that on page 18. 

Omit verses 4-9 of the Epistle. 

Omit verses 7b-15b of the Epistle. 

Omit verses 1-11 of the Epistle. 

Omit verses 14-23 of the Epistle. 

Omit verses 1-18 of the Gospel. 

Replace Collect with that on page 24. 

Replace Collect with that on page 18. 

Replace Collect with that on page 59. 

Replace Collect with that on page 24. 

Replace Collect with that on page 18. 

Substitute, for the Gospel, St. Mark 10:17-21. 

Change title to, “Fabian, Bishop and Martyr of Rome”. 
Change title to, “Polycarp, Bishop and Martyr of Smyrna’”’. 
Change title to, “Anskar”, and make appropriate change 
in the Collect. 

Add Epistle and Gospel for “Catherine of Siena”, as 
follows: 

For the Epistle: I Cor. 1:26-31. 

For the Gospel. St. Matthew 25:1-13. 

Omit first verse of the Gospel, which then becomes St. 
Luke 14:27-33. 

Add, as the first rubric on this page, the following: 

q At the discretion of the Priest, and as appropriate, the 
Epistle and Gospel for one of the Commons in this section 
may be used on any day for which, in the preceding sec- 
tion, only a commemorative Collect is provided. 

Omit verses 22-32 of the Gospel. 

Omit verses 2b and 3 of the Epistle, which then becomes 
Rev. 19:1-2a,4-9. 

Substitute, for the Epistle, either Isa. 40:1-12 or Rev. 
21:23—22:2. 

Omit verses 13-14 of the Gospel. 
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TRIAL USE 


When Article X. of the Constitution was amended to provide for 
trial use of proposed revisions of liturgical material “duly under- 
taken by the General Convention”, appropriate changes were not 
made in Canon 21, “Of the Standard Book of Common Prayer’. The 
translating of trial-use material into the several languages into which 
the Book of Common Prayer has been rendered was not provided 
for; nor was the relationship of the Custodian of the Standard Book 
of Common Prayer to, and his responsibility concerning, such ma- 
terial specified. 


To clarify these matters, the Standing Liturgical Commission 
recommends the following Resolutions: 


Resolution #11 


Resolved, the House of ________ concurring, That whenever 
the General Convention shall authorize for trial use throughout 
this Church a proposed revision of the Book of Common 
Prayer, or of any portion thereof, said authorization be under- 
stood to extend to translations of such Book or portions 
thereof; Provided, that any translation as aforesaid shall re- 
quire the authorization of the Custodian of the Standard Book 
of Common Prayer, certifying that he, or some person ap- 
pointed by him, has compared such translation with a certified 
copy of the text that has been duly authorized for trial use by 
the General Convention and that it conforms to the sense 
thereof. 

Resolution #12 

Resolved, the House of _______ concurring, That Canon 21 
be, and the same is hereby, amended by the adoption of a 
new Section, to be numbered Section 6, reading as follows: 

Sec. 6. Whenever the General Convention, pursuant to 
Article X. of the Constitution, shall authorize for trial use 
a proposed revision of the Book of Common Prayer, or 
of a portion or portions thereof, it shall be the duty of the 
Custodian of the Standard Book of Common Prayer 
(a) To arrange for the publication of such pro- 
posed revisions; 
(b) To protect, by copyright, the authorized text 
of such revision, on behalf of the General Conven- 
tion; which copyright shall be relinquished when 
such proposed revision or revisions shall have been 
adopted by the General Convention as an alteration 
of or addition to the Book of Common Prayer; 
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(c) To certify that printed copies of such revision 
or revisions have been duly authorized by the Gen- 
eral Convention, and that the printed text conforms 
to that approved by the General ‘Convention. 


To the end that the experiences of the Church in the use of the 
material authorized by this General Convention for trial use may 
be expeditiously communicated to the Standing Liturgical Commis- 
sion, the Commission recommends the re-enactment of the following 
Resolution: 


Resolution +13 


Resolved, the House of ______ concurring, That, in order 
to secure an accurate knowledge of the experience and mind 
of the Church in respect of those matters now authorized for 
trial use in accordance with the provisions of Clause (b) of 
Article X. of the Constitution, every parish priest, or minister 
in charge of a mission congregation, or person charged with 
the ordering of public worship in any Cathedral Church, re- 
ligious house, institution, or agency of this Church where these 
materials shall be used, make report or reports thereon during 
the triennium to the Standing Liturgical Commission; and be 
it further 


Resolved, the House of ________ concurring, That each dio- 
cesan and missionary Bishop be requested to appoint in and 
for his jurisdiction a Committee through which the said reports 
may be the more conveniently channeled to the Standing 
Liturgical Commission. 


PRAYER BOOK IN SIMPLE ENGLISH 


At the General Convention of 1964, a Memorial from the Mis- 
sionary District of Alaska, requesting a version of the Book of 
Common Prayer in simple English, was referred to the Commission. 
A considerable correspondence between members of the Commis- 
sion and interested persons in Alaska followed, in an effort to 
determine more precisely what was desired. There is little question 
but that some of the regular services of the Church and certain of 
the occasional offices (particularly those, like Holy Baptism and 
Holy Matrimony, that require promises and vows from the parties) 
are expressed in language beyond the understanding of persons 
with but little English to whom the Church must minister, in Alaska 
and elsewhere. In some instances, translation into other languages 
must take place; but in other situations, as in Alaska, where several 
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linguistic groups may be represented in a single community, simple 
English is the only common tongue. 


On consideration, it was determined that no member of the 
Commission possessed both the skills and the leisure necessary to 
carry out so demanding an assignment. Additional correspondence 
with a number of persons, outside the Church, that are engaged in 
the simple-English field produced interest; but no single person or 
group was found free to undertake the task on a volunteer basis. 


It is, therefore, recommended that, if such an undertaking is 
desired by the General Convention, the Commission be further 
instructed by the Convention, and that an appropriation be made 
to enable the Commission to employ a person or persons to carry 
out the work, under the direction and supervision of the Standing 
Liturgical Commission, and in close collaboration with the Home 
and Overseas Departments of the Executive Council. 


Resolution #14 


Resolved, the House of ______ concurring, That the Stand- 
ing Liturgical Commission be authorized and directed to pre- 
pare, in close collaboration with the appropriate Departments 
of the Executive Council, and to publish an edition of the Book 
of Common Prayer in simple, basic, English, for use in the 
Missionary District of Alaska and in other situations in this 
Church where the linguistic needs of congregations make such 
a version necessary; and be it further 


Resolved, the House of ________._ concurring, That there be 
appropriated, from the budget of the General Convention, the 
sum of $2,000.00 for the said project. 


OTHER MATTERS REFERRED 


In addition to those matters referred to the Standing Liturgical 
Commission by concurrent Resolutions of the General Convention, 
the House of Bishops referred two Memorials from the Diocese of 
South Florida, calling for rubrical changes in the Prayer Book that 
would direct the use of the Easter Collect and Preface throughout 
the whole of Eastertide, and that would relax the Friday fast during 
Eastertide. In respect of these matters, the Commission reports as 
follows: 
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The Liturgy of the Lord’s Supper, which the Commission 
has recommended to this General Convention to be authorized 
for trial use, makes provision for the use of the Easter Preface 
throughout Eastertide. With regard to the similar use of the 
Easter Collect and the relaxing of the Friday Days of Absti- 
nence, the Commission has made note of the suggestions for 
consideration when the Collects and the prefatory material of 
the Prayer Book are under study. 


Finally, the House of Deputies referred to the Commission, for 
study and recommendation, a Deputy’s Resolution proposing to 
change the name of this Church, on the title-page and elsewhere in 
the Prayer Book, to conform to the Preamble to the Constitution 
proposed by the General Convention of 1964 and to be acted upon 
by the General Convention of 1967. 


Inasmuch as the Standing Liturgical Commission is recom- 
mending to this Convention a Plan for a thorough revision of 
the Book of Common Prayer, which will, of course, include its 
title-page, and inasmuch as the General Convention has not 
taken final action to establish ““The Episcopal Church” as an 
alternate name for this Church, the Standing Liturgical Com- 
mission believes it to be inexpedient at this time to make the 
changes referred to in the Deputy’s Resolution, and asks to be 
discharged from further consideration thereof. 


PUBLICATIONS OF THE COMMISSION 


The following tabulation shows the titles, dates of issuance, and 
number of copies sold, through March 9, 1967, of publications of 
the Commission, including not only Prayer Book Studies, but other 
publications as well. 


Titles Issued Copies 
I. Baptism and Confirmation 
II. The Liturgical Lectionary ee tee! 
III. Ministration to the Sick Sept., 1951 22,484 
IV. The Eucharistic Liturgy July, 1953 GF 


The Holy Liturgy (offprint 
pamphlet of No. IV) 26,727 


V. The Litany OCtige 1 953 8,621 
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Titles | Issued Copies 
VI. Morning and Evening Prayer 


April, 1957 7,940 
VII. The Penitential Office if 


VIII. The Ordinal Nov., 1957 6,265 
IX. The Calendar Nov., 1957 hh id 
X. Solemnization of Matrimony 

sa March, 1958 6,168 
XI. Thanksgiving for Birth of a Child ‘ 

XII. Propers for Minor Holy Days Sept., 1958 FID 

XIII. Order of Burial of Dead 

XIV. An Office of Institution July, 1959 5,022 


of Rectors into Parishes 


Collects, Epistles, and Gospels 
for the Lesser Feasts and Fasts 
(Supplement No. XII) June, 1960 5,197 


The Book of Offices (3rd ed.) June, 1960 7,294 


XV. Problem and Method of 
Prayer Book Revision June, 1961 3,239 


XVI. The Calendar and the Collects, 
Epistles, and Gospels for the 
Lesser Feasts and Fasts and 
for Special Occasions Dec., 1963 4,743 


Hard Cover Editionof No. XVI Jan. 1965 31,963 


XVII. The Liturgy of the Lord’s 
Supper JAD ton POG, 9,605 


The Standing Liturgical Commission at its meeting of April 20- 
22, 1966, by formal resolution, expressed its appreciation to the 
Church Pension Fund, and particularly to Mr. Robert Worthington, 
its president, for the generous co-operation of the Fund in pub- 
lishing the series of Prayer Book Studies and other publications of 
the Commission thru the years, and for the cordial relations that 
have existed between the Fund and the Commission. 
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MEMBERSHIP AND ORGANIZATION 


The following changes took place in the membership of the 
Commission, following the General Convention of 1964: 


The Rt. Rev. Jonathan G. Sherman of Long Island 
was appointed for a term of six years. 


The Rev. Bonnell Spencer, O.H.C., was appointed for a 
term of six years. 


The Rev. Dr. Massey H. Shepherd, Jr. was re-appointed 
for a third term of six years. 


Dr. Frank Stephen Cellier was re-appointed for a second 
term of six years. 


The Rt. Rev. Albert Rhett Stuart of Georgia was ap- 
pointed a consultant to the Commission. 


The Rt. Rev. Arthur Lichtenberger was appointed a con- 
sultant to the Commission. 


Under Joint Rule 8, Bishop Powell was elected Chairman, the 
Rev. Dr. Shepherd Vice-Chairman, and Dr. Cellier Secretary- 
Treasurer. 


MEETINGS 


The Standing Liturgical Commission has met six times during the 
triennium; namely, January 8-10, 1965; August 26-29, 1965; Jan- 
uary 6-9, 1966; September 1-4, 1966; January 5-8, 1967; and 
April 22-24, 1967. 


At each meeting, the Commission divided its time among three 
responsibilities. First, studying the liturgical thinking of the Church, 
as reflected in the correspondence addressed to the Commission and 
in the reports of diocesan liturgical committees (notably those con- 
cerning the trial use of The Calendar and the Collects, Epistles, and 
Gospels for the Lesser Feasts and Fasts); secondly, exploring the 
administrative, personnel, and budgetary requirements for a compe- 
tent, efficient, and expeditious revision of the Book of Common 
Prayer, with a view to making optimum proposals to the General 
Convention for enabling action; and thirdly, planning, drafting, 
editing, and re-drafting copy for Prayer Book Studies. 
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FINANCIAL REPORT 
Appropriation 
The General Convention, 1964... .... $12,000.00 


Casimonmand,sune 15,1964 ee ee es $ 806.92 


Receipts 


From the Treasurer of the General 
Convention, by payments on various 
dates, for the account of the Com- 
mission, both direct and in the form 
of advances to the Secretary-Treas- 


Urenolithe!Gommission.. ..o 1... 28. | $10,765.481 
Contributions by members of the Com- 
Tic (e° ( Caen a es a an mF es fi ff 
11,119.18 
MOGAMIRECENS eta one eee weal ce $11,926.10 
Disbursements 
Meetines,ofthesCommuission <<... ee es $10,512.082 


Secretarial Expenses 
Telephone, postage, supplies, print- 
ing, duplicating, addressing, etc. 
(General Convention Treasurer). $ 418.49 
Dictating, typing, duplicating, mailing 
of Minutes and Papers (Standing 


Liturgical Commission Secretary) 373.38 
Miscellaneous expenses of Secretary £2210 
Refund to Treasurer, General Con- 
WMEIOM Guay push oa seit te Ceol 400.00 
1,314.02 
Total Disbursements... 1.52.6) .-2 esa ss $11,826.10 
Balance on hand, March 9, 1967 ......... $ 100.00 


1 As of February 1, 1967. 


+ 
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APPROPRIATION 
Resolution #15 


Resolved, the House of ________ concurring, ‘That there be ap- 
propriated, from the General Convention Budget, the sum of 
$18,000.00 for the 1967-1970 triennium, for the contingent ex- 
penses of the Standing Liturgical Commission, as now augmented 
by action of this General Convention. 


Respectfully submitted, 


Dupuy BATEMAN 

FRANK S. CELLIER 
CHARLES M. GUILBERT 
Louis B. KEITER 
ARTHUR LICHTENBERGER 
H. Boone PorTEeR, JR. 
CHILTON POWELL 
Massey H. SHEPHERD, JR. 
JONATHAN M. SHERMAN 
CHARLES W. F. SMITH 
BONNELL SPENCER 
ALBERT R. STUART 


MEMORIALS OF DECEASED MEMBERS 


APPENDIX 24 


Appendix 24.1 


MEMORIALS OF DECEASED MEMBERS 


HOUSE OF DEPUTIES 


Name 


Alabama 
Clerical 


John Carlton Turner .... 


Albany 
J 


Arizona 
Lay 


Scott B. Appleby ....... 


Arkansas 
Clerical 


Roland Jones 2.5.8 2... 


Atlanta 
Clerical 


Alfred Hardman ....... 


Frederick Harriman 


Harding ene. tes ees 


Chicago 
Clerical 


Francis R. Godolphin ... 


Colorado 
Clerical 


John Samuel Foster ..... 


Connecticut 
Clerical 


Roger B. T. Anderson .... 


Lay 


Anson T. McCook, LL.D. .. 


ay 
Maynard Bebee ........ 


Born 


Jan. 14, 1907 


Oct. 30, 1904 


Not Known 


ADEs ea ls90 


Jan. 28, 1902 
Sept. 12, 1876 


.Nov. 11, 1875 


Apr. 12, 1889 


Jan. 4, 1878 


Mar. 30, 1881 


Aug. 


Aug. 


Mar. 


Dec. 


Dec. 


Oct. 


Aug. 


Apr. 


Dec. 


Died 


30, 


15; 


18, 


2), 


iil 


22, 


tig Ps 


1966 


1967 


1965 


1964 


1965 
1964 


1965 


1965 


1963 


1966 


No. 
Conven- 
tions 


11 


. 
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No. 
Conyen- 
Name Born Died tions 
Dallas 
Clerical 
L. Valentine Lee, D.D. ,...June 27, 1893 Dec. 30, 1963 1 
Lay 
Ray Franklin Holmes ..... May 3, 1913 May 18, 1967 4 
Duluth 
Clerical 
James Grant Ward ...,... Mar. 7, 1879 July 16, 1966 4 
Eastern Oregon 
Clerical 
George R. V. Bolster ...... Feb. 10, 1900 Apr. 2, 1965 1 
Erie 
Clerical 
Albert Broadhurst . ...... 1877 Feb. 6, 1966 6 
Rodney Fitzgerald Cobb ...Sept. 9, 1899 Nov. 23, 1964 1 
Florida 
Lay i 
George W. Milam, J.D. ...Not Known Mar. 7, 1967 2 
Harrisburg 
Lay 
Robert E. Barfield .....°.. Aug. 28, 1904 Sept. 20, 1966 1 
Idaho 
Lay 
Rudolph F. Goranson ...... Oct. 15, 1904 July 12, 1966 3 
Indianapolis 
Clerical 
John Millard Nelson ...... Nov. 11, 1887 July 10, 1965 1 
Kansas 
Clerical 
Leonidas Ward Smith ..... July 5, 1883 Nov. 1, 1964 3 
Lay 


Harry W. Horn, Sr., M.D. .Aug. 24, 1874 Dec. 11, 1964 3 
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No. 
; Conven- 

Name Born Died tions 
Kentucky 
Clerical 

Norvell E. Wicker, Jr. ..... Apr. 24, 1897 Aug. 25, 1963 5 
Lexington 
Clerical 


William G. Pendleton, 
EAT a rs See a nd Feb. 11, 1880 Dec. 12, 1964 2 


pe ER Feb,-19, 1875 -—Dec. 23, 1963.14 


Liberia 


Clerical 
James David Kwee Baker . June 17, 1893 Feb. 8, 1966 1 


Long Island 


Clerical 
Harry Jerome Stretch ..... Sept. 9, 1897 Jan. 13, 1966 il 


Los Angeles 


Clerical 
George Davidson, D.D. ....Apr. 28, 1967 July 18, 1967 6 


Lay 
ColmmwM) GairwSr. .. ./.@8!.. Sept. 10, 1878 Jan. 21, 1967 12 


Louisiana 


Clerical 
James Dirickson Cummins .Sept. 12, 1886 July 15, 1965 1 


Maine 


Clerical 
W. Dudley F. Hughes ..... Apr. 28, 1898 Jan. 14, 1964 
Arthur Thomas Stray ..... May 4, 1882 Dec 2, 1963 


ue 


Massachusetts 


Clerical 
John M. Groton, S.T.D. ...July 14, 1887 Aug. 27, 1965 1 
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Name 


Mexico 


Clerical 
José Filogonio Gomez, 
D.D 


Michigan 


Clerical 
Warner Lewis Forsyth ..... Mar. 


Lay 
A. Douglas Jamieson ...... Sept. 
John R. Watkins ......... Feb. 


Minnesota 


Clerical 
O. Wendell McGinnis ..... Oct. 


Mississippi 
Clerical 


Paul Edward Engle ....... Aug. 


Nebraska 
Lay 


Andrew D. Mapes ........ Aug. 


Harold*A?-Prince. ...2:%%. Apr. 


New Jersey 


Clerical 
Henry Charlton Beck ...... May 
Lyttleton Hubbard, D.D. .. Jan. 
Charles Everett McCoy ....Oct. 


Lay 


Charles Harrison DeVoe .. Mar. 


Jay. Ba womlinson .. on... July 
Everett Stanley Wallis, 
PID osc Dla cceen ne Dec. 
New York 
Clerical 


Johny HeusseDiDia.. een: July 


Born 


AZAD: 


30, 


30, 


22, 


26, 
aL 


16, 


is 


30, 


1904 
1906 


1893 


1888 
1892 


1908 


1887 


1902 
1891 


1902 
1880 
1880 


1877 
1893 


1899 


1908 


~ 


Aug. 


July 


Mar. 


Jan. 
Oct. 


Aug. 


July 


Feb. 
Dec. 


Jan. 
June 
Feb. 


Feb. 
Jan. 


July 


Mar. 


Died 


16, 
10, 


24, 
10, 


20, 


1963 
1966 


1967 


1956 
1966 


1965 


1966 


1965 
1964 


1965 
1963 
1964 


1966 
1967 


1965 


1966 
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No. 
Conven- 
tions 


Ne 


NNe 


We 
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No. 
’ Conven- 
Name Born Died tions 
Newark 
Clerical 
George L. Grambs ......... Mar. 10, 1901 Jan. 20, 1965 1 
John Frederic Hamblin, Sr. .Dec. 11, 1888 Octs 93,21966 2 
William Oliver Leslie, Jr. ..July 21, 1888 Jan. 21, 1966 3 
James Archibald Mitchell, 
PET) Some Per ORC ees May 22, 1892 Mar. 21, 1967 3 
Eric Morrell Tasman, D.D. . Sept. 18, 1890 Apr. 14, 1967 1 
Lay 
Anthits B. Green .....038! June 28, 1877 July 31, 1963 1 
John B. Rhodes ....... ...sept. 6, 1899 June 12, 1966 3 
Frederick G. Stuart ...... Mar. 12, 1889 Oct. 14, 1964 4 
North Carolina 
Clerical 
Willis G. Clark, D.D. ..... Apr. 21, 1881 Nov. 21, 1964 4 
North Dakota 
Lay 
Ralph W. Black .......... Apr. 22, 1916 Aug. 24, 1966 1 
Northern Michigan 
Clerical 
Clarence Charles Reimer . .Sept. 18, 1896 July 26, 1965 1 
Carl G. Ziegler, D.D. ..... Jan; 27; 1876 Mar. 19, 1967 12 
Oklahoma 
Lay 
VAliaay: Singletary= i440. 6 July 21, 1905 Sept. 24, 1965 2 
Olympia 
Clerical 
Arthurebelliesten Common. Jan. 28, 1886 Sept. 16, 1966 1 


Charles Thornton Mentzer .Nov. 20, 1902 Aug. 18, 1964 1 


Oregon 


Clerical 
Robert Frederick Lessing ..June 30, 1907 Apr. 29, 1964 1 


Panama Canal Zone 


Clerical 
Edward Joseph Cooper ....Apr. 16, 1890 Mar. 10, 1965 5 
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Name 
Pennsylvania 
Clerical 
Charles W. Shreiner, D.D. .Sept. 
Lay 
Sydney Law. ea. a. Mar. 
Pittsburgh 
Clerical 
William Porkess, Jr. ...... Dec. 
Lay 
John A. Lathwood ........ Nov. 
Puerto Rico 
Clerical 
Aristides Villafafie ........ Aug. 
Domingo Villafafe ....... June 
Quincy 
Clerical 
Harold Griffith Holt ...... Nov. 
Lay 


Theodore N. Morrison ....May 


Rhode Island 


Clerical ; 
Francis J. M. Cotter ...... Jan. 
Irving Andrew Evans ..... Sept. 


South Dakota 


Clerical 
John Booth Clark ......... Nov. 
EpvleromeyPipes) s.,0.. oe en Sept. 


Southern Brazil 


Clerical 
Charles H. C. Sergel ...... May 


Southern Ohio 
Clerical 


Phisborters- Dy see Nov. 


Southern Virginia 


Clerical 
Francis H. Craighill ...... July 


Born 


18, 
ID, 


Si 


30, 
16, 


13, 
21, 


Aue 


22) 


1882 
1908 


1876 


1874 


1899 
1909 


1900 
1889 


1890 
1891 


1887 
1894 


1873 


1887 


1903 


Died 


Oct. 28, 
Jan. 31, 


Sept. 17, 


Nov. 16, 
Feb. 11, 


Apr. 14, 


Octet 
Sept. 3, 


Mar. 12, 
June 2, 


Oct. 6, 


Apr. 29, 


June 28, 


1964 
1966 


1965 
1963 


1964 
1965 


1965 
1964 


1964 
1967 


1967 
1965 


1963 


1965 


1966 
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No. 
Conven- 
tions 
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No. 
; Conven- 
Name Born Died tions 


Southwestern Virginia 


Lay 
Thomas Atkinson Scott ....Jan. 22, 1885 Mar. 24, 1966 3 
Springfield 
Clerical 
Percy Horace Miller ...... July 13, 1904 June 17, 1965 1 
Lay 
Enmet-V Gunn, 25. 5'5> Jan. 13, 1892 Dec. 14, 1963 1 
Wallace Mulberry Mulliken .May 18, 1913 Apr. |) 5,:1967 1 
James Gy Weart’. y...cs 00 Dec. 4, 1897 Jan. 20, 1966 4 
Tennessee 
Clerical 


St. Julian A. Simpkins, Jr. ..Oct. 2, 1887 Nov. 3, 1963 1 
Texas 
Lay 

John Richard Bentley ..... Sept. 11, 1911 Sept. 6, 1964 1 


Upper South Carolina 


Clerical 
David Watt Yates......... Sept. 4, 1904 July 15, 1967 4 
Lay 
Fred Douglas McLean ....Not Known Nov. 11, 1964 2, 
William M. Perry ........ 1872 Oct. 26, 1948 1 
Vermont 
Clerical 
Morgan Ashley .......... Apr. 11, 1881 July 28, 1965 6 
Frank Jacob Knapp ...... Jan. 6, 1877 Sept. 3, 1965 5 
James Elmer McKee ...... Mar. 30, 1897 Nov. 27, 1964 5 
Lay 
Herbert Wheaton Congdon May 9, 1876 Aug. 14, 1965 3 
WORM SPAabeOee see ee ae Jan. 31, 1876 Aug. 17, 1966 2 
Virginia 
Clerical 
ohn Ps ia Masons -.05 1 Apr. 8, 1893 Nov. 7, 1966 1 
West Virginia 
Lay 
Robert Lee Boyd .......... Apr. 1, 1884 June 30, 1963 1 


Philip P. Gibson .......... Not Known Nov. 7, 1963 1 
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No. 
: Conven- 
Name Born Died tions 


Western Massachusetts 


Clerical 
A. Vincent Bennett, D.D. ..Oct. 28, 1895 May 25, 1965 10 
Robert Radclyffe 

Carmichael geass oe Jan. 18, 1892 Oct. 9, 1965 
George St. John Rathbun ..Jan. 12, 1885 Feb. 5, 1965 


mN 


Western Michigan 


Clerical 
Albert Leonard Murray ...Dec. 13, 1880 July 31, 1965 1 


Western New York 


Lay 
Fred R. Fielding ......... July 12, 1893 June 24, 1965 1 
John W. Sanborn ......... Dec. 24, 1890 Mar. 1, 1966 4 
Western North Carolina 
Clerical 
PAMESHY 6, RCIEVaRT.. ove Nov. 19, 1921 June 10, 1965 3 
Lay : 
Wee Jordans Browne Feb. 20, 1909 Sept. 30, 1966 2 


Guy G. Wedthoff ........ Sept. 9, 1899 Oct. 30, 1965 1 
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CONTENTS 


Introduction 


. STRUCTURE and RELATIONSHIPS 


. Definition of the Mandate 

. Presiding Bishop 

. Executive Council 

. General Convention 

. General Convention—Second Session 
. Anglican Communion 

. A Council of this Church 


AnymnNmMDAaAwSY 


. STEWARDSHIP and COMMUNICATIONS 


A. Posture 

B. Responsiveness 

C. Real Partnership 

D. Extra-budgetary Appeals 


REPORT ON PROJECTS 
RESUME OF ACTIVITIES 


. WHITHER MRI? 


CONCLUDING STATEMENTS 
A. The Mission Itself 
B. Regarding the Church 


FINANCIAL STATEMENTS 


RECOMMENDATIONS 

A. Constitution and Canons 

B. General Convention—Second Session 
C. Partnership Plan 

D. Mutual Responsibility Commission 


+ 


25.2 Appendix MUTUAL RESPONSIBILITY 


INTRODUCTION 


The charge to the Mutual Responsibility Commission made by the 
1964 General Convention was of an unprecedented scope. It in- 
cluded, as someone said, virtually everything comprehended in the 
Summary of the Law. In part, the mandate states that the Commis- 
sion shall “be charged with the stimulating, supporting, and co-ordi- 
nating responsibility for the implementation, at all levels of the 
Church, of the program set forth in the MRI Document, and par- 
ticularly Section III thereof”. This refers to the now famous Five 
Points, toward which the Commission’s life has been oriented: 


1. Join in an immediate commitment for increased sup- 
port. 

2. Begin at once a radical study of our obedience, our 
structure, our theology, and our priorities. 

3. Seek the way to receive from other Churches and cul- 
tures. 

4. Test and evaluate every activity by the measure of mis- 
sion and service to others. 

5. Develop swiftly every channel of communication with 
our companions in the Anglican Communion, and in 
the whole Church of Christ. 


It is fair to say that a response to this sweeping program for re- 
newal is found throughout the length and breadth of this Church, in 
every Diocese and congregation (it is hardly necessary to add that 
few responses approach our capabilities). This response has spon- 
taneously occurred and in many cases is only slightly related, if at 
all, to the action of the General Convention or the Mutual Respon- 
sibility Commission. One of our own shortcomings is that we cannot 
adequately record the richness and variety of the responses to this 
new call to reformation. But one cannot document matters of the 
spirit and all attempts to do so seem to quench it. The best known 
example of this would be an attempt to record the financial details 
of “our purpose to MRI”. The most bona fide example of it would 
be an attempt to record the spirit which arose in the MRI conference 
of 67 Dioceses this Spring in Chicago. 

With regard to the first Point, in relation to the other four, a 
clarifying understanding is now discernible throughout the Church. 
This is that the initial five-year period referred to in the Document 
(1963-1968) is now generally recognized for what it was intended 
to be: a time of transition within the Anglican Communion when 
our widely separated paths would come closer together; a time when 
we would be developing new patterns of relationship; a time when 


MUTUAL RESPONSIBILITY Appendix 25.3 


we would see ourselves growing from a fellowship of Churches to a 
fellowship within the Church of God; a time of emergency when 
new assistance must be transmitted to the younger Churches. It is 
this last, of course, the emphasis on increased financial response, that 
has been the most difficult for us to reconcile with our dreams and 
to reckon with in our priorities. We believe, however, that the trend 
is clear—that the Church accepts more and more the fact that we 
must share more realistically in the life of other Churches in money 
and manpower and that the identification of this as an unusual re- 
sponse called “MRI” or whatever, should therefore disappear. 

We view the next triennium, therefore, as a renewed pilgrimage, 
with the basic course of our corporate life formed around the re- 
maining imperatives of MRI, Points Two through Five of the pro- 
gram referred to. This is not to say that Point One, the requirement 
for increased support, has been accomplished—far from it. Nor is it 
to say that projects should disappear—far from it. But it is to say 
that the emphasis on these things as being “MRI” fades out, and the 
larger demands of the remaining Points become clearer. 

“We believe that the Church, realizing again the interdependence 
of all its parts, is able to meet adequately the tasks that await it. 
Any discouragement in these last three years must be transfigured.” 
These words were contained in a Report given thirty years ago to 
the 1937 General Convention by the Forward Movement Commis- 
sion. They bring to mind the parallel between their assignment and 
ours, and one recalls the familiar proverb: “The more it changes the 
more it remains the same.” But they also bring to mind the words of 
St. Paul, recorded in his first letter to Corinth: “Truly, if our faith 
in Christ were limited to this life only we should, of all mankind, be 
the most to be pitied!” 

We therefore report our findings with joy and hope, recognizing 
full well our shortcomings, as well as the complacency which still 
abounds in this Church; recognizing that it is very late for this world, 
but believing that it is not too late. We are persuaded with Paul that 
neither what happens today nor what may happen tomorrow has 
any power to separate us from the love of God in Jesus Christ our 
Lord. 


I. STRUCTURE and RELATIONSHIPS 
A. Definition of the Mandate 


It is important that we say clearly why the Mutual Responsibility 
Commission has been in the business of structure and relationships. 
There are three good reasons for making this clear: 


¥ 


25.4 Appendix MUTUAL RESPONSIBILITY 


1. Some people have questioned our mandate or authority 
for the study we have undertaken. These are principally 
persons who have themselves related assignments, who 
either mis-read the limiting scope of their own charge, . 
or mis-read the MRI Document, or both. 


2. Others in the Church (and this is the larger category ) 
haven’t the faintest notion that we have been deeply 
concerned and involved in it. This is generally the 
group that has seen MRI as largely an overseas-project 
venture. Of course, the responsibility for this mis- 
impression rests heavily on our shoulders. 


3. Finally, and most important of all, there is no other 
group that has been directly working on this particular 
aspect of structure—the matter of the relationships 
among the three principal centers of leadership in the 
national Church. 


A definition of the mandate is quite simple: the General Conven- 
tion directed the Mutual Responsibility Commission to “begin at 
once a study of structure” and the Presiding Bishop defined the pre- 
cise area of his deepest structural concerns. Under either of these 
mandates it was theoretically possible for us to sub-contract the 
assignment, but in practice there was no alternative to doing it our- 
selves. Moreover, many people competent to do it were on the Com- 
mission or closely related to it. 


The precise assignment was defined by the Commission as follows: 


“Resolved, That this Commission undertake a study of the 
office of the Presiding Bishop, the Executive Council, and 
the General Convention—their authority, duties and the 
relationships between them—and that the aim of this study 
be such proposals for change as are deemed essential today 
by the Church’s response to the living God.” 

Adopted, March 12, 1966 


“The renewal of the Church in its total mission requires 
that the structure and strategy of the Church as organiza- 
tion be subject to a fundamental review. 

“Specifically, it is important that the relationship among 
the Office of the Presiding Bishop, the General Conven- 
tion, and the Executive Council be examined in respect of 
their effectiveness in fulfilling common responsibilities for 
decision-making, administration, and communications. 

“The study would identify the kinds of developmental 
priorities key sectors of the Church want, how these differ 
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from the Church’s present tendencies and emphases, how 
the structures that now do the central work of the Church 
would need to be changed, and finally, how much change 
is possible, given the vested interests, needs, and ideas that 
make up the current life of the Church.” 

Adopted, May 18, 1966 


The people who have been most directly involved in this assign- 
ment are Dr. Thornberry (Chairman of the sub-committee), Bishop 
Craine (Chairman of the Joint Commission on Structure), Bishop 
Hines, Canon Guilbert, Dr. Theodore Wedel (former President of 
the House of Deputies), Mrs. Wedel, and Mr. Taylor from the Com- 
mission, and Mr. Turner from the Executive Council. We endeav- 
oured to keep Bishop Wright, Bishop Bayne, and Dr. Morehouse 
informed of all our progress and they have now reviewed and ap- 
proved these findings. We are indebted to Mr. Turner for having 
secured for us the advice of two former Presiding Bishops, Bishop 
Lichtenberger and Bishop Sherrill. It would be fair to say that this 
sub-committee delved into the complexities very deeply and very 
productively. It met six times between last October and this March. 


Two thoughts were kept constantly in mind: 


1. Basic Philosophy. The constant quest throughout the 
Committee’s study has been for wholeness: How do we 
bring together the Church’s life into one unseparated 
Body? This is the oneness theme that was used in the 
introduction to Report to the Church on MRI (‘Where 
is the Oneness?’). The goal in our deliberations has 
been Unity for Obedience; it has been the creation, in 
a familiar phrase, of a more perfect union for mission. 

The committee set about to accomplish the goal by 
identifying the gaps which exist in the life and practice 
of our national Church. As the gaps were revealed it 
became increasingly clear that this was a critical area of 
non-attention and our enthusiasm for the work was in- 
creased. We were keenly aware that the focal points of 
national leadership were critically viewed by many, 
partly because of a lack of knowledge about them, and 
partly because they were in need of up-dating and 
reform. 

2. Political Realities. While the committee brain-stormed 
and considered a wide variety of possibilities, we en- 
deavoured at all times to keep in touch with what could 
be reasonably expected in the way of a response from 
the General Convention. In effect, we bore in mind 


= 
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Jefferson’s advice that ‘great innovations should not be 
imposed on slender majorities.” 


B. Presiding Bishop 


In the light of the above, by the criterion of mission, the following 
proposals are now made about the office of the Presiding Bishop: 


1. That the Presiding Bishop be identified and canonically 
established as chief pastor to the whole Church. 

2. That he be charged with giving leadership in initiating 
and developing the policy and strategy of the Church. 

3. That he be charged with pastoral responsibilities in the 
Church comparable to those required of diocesan Bish- 
ops; namely, the requirement to visit every jurisdiction. 

4, That he and the President of the House of Deputies be 
structured into those essential elements of our national 
life where the relationship is now non-existent or hap- 
hazard; namely, to become ex officio members of every 
Joint Committee and Commission of the General Con- 
vention. 

5. That he be authorized to have such personal assistants 
as may be necessary during the term of his office to 
carry out the above, and that the same be financed 
from the General Convention budget. 

6. That he be given an Advisory Council from throughout 
the Church. The rules of the House of Bishops now 
provide for a Council of Advice and by custom it has 
been the Presidents of the Provinces (who are Bish- . 
ops). The new proposal writes the Advisory Council 
into canon and provides that its membership be from 
the several orders; that they be elected by the General 
Convention; and that the Presiding Bishop have a 
consultative voice in their nominations. The Advisory 
Council would meet on his call and it would be fi- 
nanced from the budget of the General Convention. 
This Council would not conflict with the Executive 
Council; their relationship would be comparable to that 
of a Standing Committee, functioning as a council of 
advice to a diocesan Bishop, vis a vis the Diocesan 
Council. 

7. That he be limited to twelve years in office (commenc- 
ing, at his request, with the incumbent, if possible). 
The consensus is that twelve years should be a maxi- 
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mum, and that ten would be better, if Conventions were 
to change to biennial meetings. The important thing 
here is not so much the limitation on the term of office; 
but, rather, a recognition through the office that clerical 
posts throughout the Church are not to be held forever 
—a witness, as it were, to a greater degree of mobility 
(greater turnover) in episcopal and parochial leader- 
ship. New blood for old veins. 


8. That he be elected by the whole Church in General 
Convention, meeting in Joint Executive Session. This 
is a logical pre-condition for the acceptance of the term 
“Presiding Bishop of the Church” and the proposed 
canonical affirmation that he “shall be the chief pastor 
thereof”. The present method of election by the one 
House, and confirmation by the other, is an incom- 
plete expression of the representational nature of the 
office as here proposed. 

9. That his successor be elected as Presiding Bishop at the 
Convention next before the expiration of the term of 
the incumbent. The purpose of this is to give that 
Bishop sufficient time to orient himself to the new and 
vastly different responsibilities awaiting him. During 
the period of transition he would remain largely where 
he was and would have no responsibilities for the new 
office until he assumed the same. This would also give 
his jurisdiction time to plan for the change required in 
their own affairs. 


In a very real sense, little of the above is a great innovation. In 
the main, it merely legitimizes what exists or is expected in practice. 
We do not believe, therefore, that we are faced with a slender ma- 
jority if we communicate the great fact of the demand for this new 
look. What is important is that there is here proposed in the person 
of the Presiding Bishop a confirmation of what the Church already 
expects him to be—a symbol of unity, a crucible of leadership. 


C. Executive Council 


The time is overdue to complete the re-organization of the Church 
begun two generations ago in the establishment of the Executive 
Council. By that time, it had become clear that the principal minis- 
tries of the Church—missionary, educational, social—must be uni- 
fied, and a single body was established by the General Convention, 
charged to propose unified programs to the Convention and carry 
out what the Convention adopted. Left unfinished were the channels 


. 


25.8 Appendix MUTUAL RESPONSIBILITY 


of responsible relationship between Convention and Council. To this 
day, these two principal instruments of the Church’s unity seem to 
many to be in isolation from one another. Although the basic ele- 
ments of responsibility and accountability are clear, they have never 
been translated into terms which can be effectively seen and used. 
An attack on this task is now urgently needed, if the Council is 
effectively to function as it was designed to do, as the continuing 
expression of the Convention’s will, and to be supported by the in- 
formed confidence of the Convention. We therefore propose the 
following changes, as a first step toward a more responsible unity: 


1. That the President of the House of Deputies be ex 
officio member of the Executive Council and serve as 
Vice-Chairman thereof (the Presiding Bishop being the 
Chairman). It is important to note that the Vice- 
Chairman would not be required to function save at 
meetings of the Council. The Vice-Presidents of the 
Council would continue to assume the customary re- 
sponsibilities of their offices. 


2. That from among the members of Executive Council 
there shall be appointed, for liaison, one member to 
every Joint Commission of the General Convention. 

3. That the Council render a full accounting of its activi- 
ties to Convention (not merely, or even mainly, finan- 
cial). This is a critical moment in the life of Council 
and the responsibility of the communications people for 
this event should be second to nothing, save the fol- 
lowing proposal. 

4. That the Council itself propose direct to the Conven- 
tion a General Church Program (as in the way of 
objectives, priorities, budget: a whole program as the 
best expression of our national response). 

5. That the Council shall be responsible to act on behalf 
of the General Convention in the recess thereof. 

6. That there be forty-five members of the Council in lieu 
of forty-one (the additional members being the Presi- 
dent of the House of Deputies, the Secretary of the 
Executive Council, and twenty-four instead of twenty- 
two elected by the General Convention). 


As in the case of the proposals for the Presiding Bishop, one could 
say that few of the proposals relating to Executive Council are great 
innovations. However, the sense of the matter is there—unity, re- 
sponsiveness, wholeness. The sense is also there in that our corporate 
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life, as expressed in Convention and its interim agency, will be 
greatly strengthened. \ 


The Council and the Convention alike exist to unify and carry 
out those things in the Church’s life which must be done together 
nationally, if they are to be done at all. The unity of the Church is 
indivisible. Some things can only be done by congregations, some by 
Dioceses, some only on a national basis. It is not a case of conflicting 
loyalties, but of co-ordinated planning and corporate action. We feel 
that building a more responsible relationship between the Council 
and the Convention is one of the major bits of unfinished business the 
Church faces. 


D. The General Convention 


The Commission’s study of the internal affairs of the Convention 
has been quite limited because of the excellent attention to this by 
the Joint Commission on Structure of the General Convention and 
Provinces. Moreover, our assignment has more to do with relation- 
ships than with the structure per se. However, many of the afore- 
mentioned proposals will profoundly shape the future impact of Con- 
ventions. In particular, this is so because of the affirmation that the 
Council is responsible to act for the General Convention. This 
amounts to the integration of the executive function into the legis- 
lative body, and will have the primary effect of reducing the gap 
which now exists between these bodies. This is affirmed in the proposal 
that the President of the House of Deputies become Vice-Chairman 
of Executive Council. It is also affirmed in the proposal that one 
member of each Commission shall be appointed from the member- 
ship of Executive Council. But most of all it is affirmed in the pro- 
posal that the Executive Council shall be held directly accountable 
to the General Convention, and that the Council shall have direct 
access to the Convention in making proposals for future programs. 
This is to say that the Council, which is of the Convention, shall re- 
port and propose direct fo it. Being entirely an agency of the Con- 
vention, it will then speak to it, act for it, and be directly responsible 
to it. 


In developing this theme of oneness in the Church, we believe that 
there is a serious inconsistency in the exclusion of women from the 
House of Deputies. This fact is a denial of the wholeness which the 
Gospel demands. Therefore, we endorse the proposal of the Joint 
Commission on Structure for the amendment of Article I., Section 4, 
of the Constitution which would change the word “Layman” to “Lay 
Person”. 


aa 
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E. The General Convention—Second Session 


The question of the frequency of General Conventions is one of 
the most bandied-about subjects in the Church. Virtually every group 
that studies the problems of our national life hits upon this question 
sooner or later. It is the firm conviction of the Commission that 
something must be done about it now. We cannot go on meeting 
together just once every three years in a world that changes over- 
night, nor can we see that the oneness we seek is best served by our 
living apart for such a long period of time. 

Therefore, we propose a constitutional amendment which would 
make more frequent meetings of the Convention possible. If adopted 
at the next regular meeting of the Convention, the necessary canoni- 
cal amendments can be made at that time. 

Secondly, we propose that this Convention not adjourn sine die as 
planned; but, rather, that it recess and resume its session in the 
Summer of 1969. 

The Commission does not make the proposal to hold a second 
session of this Convention lightly. The need for it is imperative. 
People the world over yearn for the renewal of Christ’s mission in 
our time and this universal desire itself constitutes the reason for 
these proposals. We recommend that we begin now so to improve 
our own structures and relationships as to enable the process of re- 
newal to develop swiftly and positively. We view these proposals as 
an indispensable point of beginning. We suspect that if in this Con- 
vention we fail in our attempts to unify our official life, the entire 
process of renewal may be heart-breakingly slowed—even distress- 
ingly obstructed. 

While we maintain that to restructure is not necessarily to renew, 
we do hold that the process of restructuring must precede and ac- 
company renewal. We are convinced that if these present recommen- 
dations are adopted by this session of the General Convention, the 
proposed recess and resumption of its meeting in 1969 will enable it 
to perform a major task of continuing the process of updating and 
modernizing the Constitution and Canons and will doubtless pave the 
way for the renewal for which we hope. But we repeat: to delay 
beginning now, where we can, will seriously delay the renewal we 
all pray for. 

Preparation for the session will include new studies, as well as the 
assimilation of data which is already available; congregational in- 
volvement to the maximum extent possible; and, above all, intensive 
communication with Bishops and Deputies. This last will primarily 
be in the way of face-to-face consultations on a regional basis. The 
task force assigned this responsibility could be the successor Mutual 
Responsibility Commission, or the Joint Commission on Structure, or 


MUTUAL RESPONSIBILITY Appendix 25.11 


an ad hoc agency established for the purpose. The Commission pro- 
poses that this be determined jointly by the Presiding Bishop and the 
President of the House of Deputies. 

The Commission believes that the session should meet for not 
more than six days and that generally, it would have no other 
business brought before it (although it would not propose to prohibit 
this). Deputies elected to this General Convention would, of course, 
also serve in its second session. An appropriation from the Treasurer 
of the General Convention for the expenses of the second session 
ought not exceed two-thirds of the appropriation for the first session 
(there being six legislative days instead of nine). 

The Summer of 1969 is proposed for the second session, being 
one year after Lambeth 1968 and one year before the 1970 General 
Convention. This will provide time before the session for the major 
preparation that will be necessary, and time after it to communicate 
its conclusions to the 1970 General Convention. 


The specific date and place of the second session would be deter- 
mined by the Presiding Bishop, the Executive Council, and the Presi- 
dent of the House of Deputies. The Commission recommends that it 
be held in a setting with as few local distractions as possible. 

The 1964 General Convention stated that the MRI Document 
was a “declaration of God’s judgment upon our insularity, com- 
placency, and defective obedience to mission”. There can be no 
complete answer to this indictment until our antiquated structures 
are reformed. The Commission believes that the Church must assem- 
ble in Convention for this purpose alone, at a time when other affairs 
need not distract us; so that we can truly ponder anew what the 
Almighty can do if we will only listen. 


F. The Anglican Communion 


It would be a truism to say that the development of fruitful inter- 
Anglican relationships has increased at an unprecedented rate in this 
post-Toronto period. This is most strikingly revealed at home, when 
one observes that 90 Dioceses of the Church are engaged in projects 
of responsible partnership with other Churches of the Anglican Com- 
munion. In addition, 38 of our Dioceses are in companionship with 
Dioceses of other Anglican Churches. Out of this has come a new 
awareness within our borders of the larger life of the Communion, 
and many in this Church have been the beneficiaries thereby. Is it not 
clear that we already have learned much about receiving from others? 

The new dynamics of inter-Anglican life are strikingly revealed 
abroad in the post and pace of its Executive Officer. The demands 
upon this office now clearly require central and regional machinery 


. 
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which could not have been fully envisioned five years ago. This was 
recognized by the Primates and Metropolitans when they met as the 
Lambeth Consultative Body in April 1966. They authorized the cre- 
ation of an Advisory Committee to the Executive Officer and directed 
it to make specific suggestions to the Lambeth Conference of 1968. 
That Advisory Committee has now held two annual meetings and it 
would not be premature to say that far-reaching proposals will be 
made at Lambeth next Summer. These proposals will likely include 
the formation of new structures which will require the authentication 
of the constituent Churches.* Indeed, this alone may justify a second 
session of the General Convention! 

In order to consider intelligently questions of inter-Anglican sig- 
nificance which arise out of Church-union negotiations, it appears 
mandatory that there be devised a more integrated pattern of Angli- 
can consultation. We believe this is necessary, in order that the 
Anglican Communion may fulfill both its common responsibilities 
and its ecumenical ones, and to promote more effectively the mission 
and unity of Christ’s Church. 

There should be recorded here the profound gratitude this Church 
has for the two distinguished Churchmen who have served the Angli- 
can Communion so valiantly as its first Executive Officers—the Rt. 
Rev. Stephen F. Bayne, Jr., and the Rt. Rev. Ralph S. Dean. Un- 
charted was their way, but clear now is the destiny of the office. 


G. A Council of this Church 


At the meeting of the House of Bishops in Wheeling last year, a 
Resolution was adopted asking that a committee be established for 
the purpose of developing ‘“‘a Council of this Church to help rethink, 
restructure, and renew the Church for life in the world today”. A 
report of that Committee will be submitted to the House of Bishops; 
but it would not be inappropriate to say that its labors have been 
long and difficult and that its perception of the issues involved, par- 
ticularly the ecumenical ones, is unusually keen. There has been 
close liaison between this Commission and the Renewal Committee, 
and our discussions with them have included a thorough airing of our 
proposal for a second session of the General Convention. We under- 
stand that the likelihood is that the Renewal Committee’s report will 
ask for its continuance, in order to develop further the whole process 
of renewal that is required in this perilous time. 

This Commission records its gratitude and pledges its full co- 
operation to the Renewal Committee and commends it for its high 
vision and energetic pursuit of such an elusive goal. 


* It is anticipated that the proposals from the Anglican Executive Officer’s Advi 
Committee will be publicly available in the fall of 1967. PRED 
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Il. STEWARDSHIP and COMMUNICATIONS 
A. Posture 


Conscious of our Church’s need to strengthen its own internal 
unity and better co-ordinate its planning and programs, we believe 
that both the General Convention and the Executive Council should 
take more responsible initiative in sharing with the Church, in every 
part, our needs and hopes in the areas of our ministry which must 
be done together. This should include annual Every Diocese Visita- 
tions for two purposes: one, to insure full communication from the 
Council to these units and, two, to insure moral and financial support 
for the General Church Program. This view sees the Council less as 
an exchange and distribution place, and more as an agency of a 
corporate ministry which cannot be effectively performed by the 
Dioceses themselves. The Convention and the Council, supporting 
the leadership of the Presiding Bishop, should become a focal point 
of unified work and a chief expression of our corporate life. 


B. Responsiveness 


If such unity and leadership is to be given us, it will require a new 
sense of mutuality, of responsiveness of all to each and each to all, 
and a new openness of communication and understanding. We are 
convinced that these gifts cannot be given until we complete the 
establishment of the Executive Council begun nearly fifty years ago. 
But structures alone will only permit a new spirit to come—they 
will not bring it. Added to the channels and relationships must be 
new trust born of new plans for better information, more personal 
acquaintance, and more confident mutual planning. 


C. Real Partnership 


This new “responsiveness”, as we term it, will play a key role in 
winning mature and informed support of the national program and 
budget. If, as we recommend, the “Partnership Plan” is adopted, 
eliminating the familiar quota-system, such a new spirit of respon- 
siveness must be expressed on a massive scale. “Partnership” assumes 
imaginative, responsible, mature stewardship and initiative on the 
part of every Diocese, and congregation, and individual in the Church. 
The national Church cannot ask that kind of stewardship unless it is 
prepared to meet it with an equal responsibility in bringing to its 
membership the full understanding on which alone true mature part- 
nership is possible. We will never be delivered from the bondage of 
“parochialism” and “diocesanism” until our institutions—Conven- 
tion and Council—are seen and understood as our principal servants 
rather than remote and irresponsible masters. 
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We believe in the “Partnership Plan”, because we believe it will 
open to us a welcome new way of imaginative action in support of 
programs we understand and are determined to do. We believe that 
it accords better with mature Christian discipleship in our time than 
the cautious and negative approach the quota-system tends to instill 
in us. But we recognize the danger that “Partnership” may only foster 
disunity and weaken, rather than nourish, corporate life, unless it is 
accompanied at every step by responsible initiative in our central 
bodies, a new responsiveness across the board, and an informed 
understanding of what each part and agency of the Church—local, 
regional, or national—is doing in behalf of us all. To attain those 
ends, we believe that the Church needs not only the structural 
changes suggested and the Partnership Plan, but also a positive pro- 
gram of diocesan visitations such as we suggest, and, equally, a 
most-welcome new sense of corporate unity and discipline, based on 
a new breadth of communication and understanding. 


D. Extra-budgetary Appeals 


Having thus created a highly disciplined national program in- 
formed by a deep sense of priorities, and having it increasingly ac- 
cepted throughout the Church as a first call on local resources and 
support, the Church will then run head-on into questions about 
extra-budgetary appeals and programs. Chief among these at the 
present time are the “MRI projects”, but, ultimately, the success of 
the central ministry will call into question all appeals that lie outside 
it—United Thank Offering, Church & Race Fund, Presiding Bishop’s 
Fund for World Relief, and others. 

In considering this development, which will rapidly become a 
critical communication problem, there are two over-riding facts: first, 
the ministries now being supported by the extra-budgetary appeals 
will not diminish but rather increase; and, second, there will always 
be people who will respond to particular opportunities more readily 
than to a central system. Therefore, it would be unrealistic not to 
anticipate and welcome a growing sector of “Second Mile” appeals 
and budgets of opportunity, as well as a growing tension between 
them and the central work. 

In respect of the immediate question before us—whether or not to 
recommend the continuation of “MRI projects”, the answer must be 
Yes. This is not to say, on the comparatively small question, that the 
Commission should oversee such projects, or that dollar goals should 
be set before the Church again (indeed we suggest the answer to 
these must both be in the negative). But it is to say that we cannot 
turn our back on the Anglican Communion or ignore the magnificent 
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accomplishments of the project-system, or dampen the newly awak- 
ened interest in every one of our-Dioceses in the ministry of sister- 
Churches in 61 overseas jurisdictions, This new spirit of mission 
simply didn’t exist a few years ago. 

As to the tension referred to, between the central budget and 
appeals that lie outside it, the following policy should be clearly 
enunciated: 


The extra-budgetary sector of the Church’s work is Second 
mile, and commitments to it are sought after the main 
pledge is made. This sector is justified by the very nature 
of things—the desire of many to respond to specific calls 
to mission, and the reality of such needs not being met in 
the main budget. 


The foregoing suggests a very interesting possibility; namely, that 
all extra-budgetary appeals be integrated into one central Directory 
—a sort of catalog of those things which require being done (at 
home and abroad) which are justified by good planning and high 
priority. It is interesting to note that the Anglican Church of Canada 
is starting a system very much like this with a central directory they 
refer to as the “Integrated Document”. 

In summary, the extra-budgetary sector of the Church’s work will 
continue whether we have quotas or not. The only difference is that 
if we do not (all then becoming voluntary) the two sectors must be 
carefully related, and supportive of each other, not competitive. This 
can be done. 


III. REPORT ON PROJECTS 
“Now Concerning the Contribution” 


It has been said that one of the most remarkable characteristics 
of St. Paul was his ability to shift instantly from the sublime to the 
practical. This is vividly illustrated in his first letter to Corinth, when 
he concludes the sublime passage on the Resurrection and moves 
in the next verse to the matter of a collection for the Church in 
Jerusalem: “Therefore, my beloved brethren, be ye steadfast, im- 
movable, always abounding in the work of the Lord, knowing that 
in the Lord your labor is not in vain. Now concerning the contribu- 
tion .. .” This is cited as a precedent for the inclusion of $15 mil- 
lion in the original MRI Document. It is unnecessary for us to labor 
our own opinion, that if it was good enough for Paul, it is good 
enough for us. 

We believe it useful to recollect, however, that the figure of $15 
million was determined on as representing roughly a one-third in- 
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crease in giving to the younger Churches, over that which they had 
previously been receiving from the West. At the last General Con- 
vention, $6 million was selected as our share of that goal, as being 
the same proportionate increase in our own giving to these Churches. 


This aspect of MRI has, of course, received much attention 
throughout the Church, indeed, throughout all of the Communion. 
We do not think it appropriate here to recount the long list of diffi- 
culties we have experienced, believing that these are well-known. 
We must, however, state our unqualified opinion that out of the 
variety of projects and companionships in which our people have 
been engaged, we have received a new understanding and humility 
that are gifts beyond price to the cause of mission. 


Having said this, it is our duty now to report to the Convention 
about the response of this Church to the goals set forth in St. Louis; 
namely, the matter of the $6 million. The Church can reckon with 
this on two bases: one would be to account only for those funds 
which are “new money” and which have been reported to the Execu- 
tive Council for identification and recording. On this basis, through 
June 1967, our financial response is $3,030,246. The other basis is 
to reckon in, in addition, support of generally pre-1963 origin, and 
support of MRI projects from the United Thank Offering, Execu- 
tive Council, and other sources. On this basis our financial response 
so far is $4,309,683. 


There may still remain some incomplete understanding of “what 
was counted” and we therefore record here categories of support 
which Council has used. 


JANUARY 1, 1965—JUNE 30,1967 
1. Diocesan support of MRI projects $2,251,305 
2. Gifts made through Companion Dioceses 484,803 


3. “MRI Giving” not included in the above 
but labeled by the donors as a response 


to MRI 294,138 
BASIS ONE $3,030,246 

4. Additional support, of generally pre- 
1963 origin 923,542 


5. Additional support of MRI projects 
from United Thank Offering, Executive 
Council, and other sources 355,895 


BASIS TWO $4,309,683 
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The Commisison commends the Executive Council for its difficult 
and sensitive task in accounting for the details of these figures. 


As to the matter of which basis to use in figuring response to the 
$6 million goal, we believe there is greater merit in using Basis Two. 
This is because all of these funds are, as the Resolutions from St. 
Louis describe it, “over and above the budget for the General Church 
Program’. In the final analysis, however, it is a small matter whether 
we choose the one or the other. Whatever it was has been accom- 
plished and each of us knows in his heart whether or not he has done 
enough. It is undoubtedly true that the very process itself—planning 
jointly with the overseas Dioceses but abiding by the priorities they 
themselves set—has called for a discipline and respect for others that 
has not always come easy to us. Out of this new experience we have 
received far more than we have given. We feel sure that the planned- 
project system will commend itself to the Church for many years to 
come, and recommend that it be continued, but without a fixed 
dollar goal. 


IV. RESUME OF ACTIVITIES 


There were five plenary sessions of the full Commission, six meet- 
ings of the Executive Committee, and six meetings of the sub- 
committee that dealt with structure and relationships (and smaller 
meetings too numerous to count). The Executive Officer of the Com- 
mission gave a report to each quarterly meeting of the Executive 
Council and met several times with other Joint Committees and Com- 
missions. In addition, he visited twenty-two Dioceses at home and 
nine abroad. These last included four inter-Anglican consultations 
called by the Anglican Executive Officer. 

As has been previously stated, the basic life of the Commsision 
has been oriented toward the five points of the MRI Document. 
Although the majority of the Commission’s budget in 1966 was spent 
on Point One (the promotion of projects), the majority of its time 
in the triennium was spent on matters relating to other points. 

Perhaps the most difficult part of the Commission’s life was its 
determination of where it could be most useful to the Church at 
large. Being persuaded that in essense MRI was a matter of the 
spirit, some dilemmas were posed when one attempted to reduce it 
to action. Taking the five points literally, there was virtually no area 
of our Church’s life where the Commission was estopped from en- 
tering. However, to intrude into areas where other agencies are al- 
ready operating is a delicate matter. It is also presumptuous. Who 
can say that the spirit of MRI resided especially in this group instead 
of that? 


. 
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Therefore, it was only after some trial and error that the Commis- 
sion’s specific acivities were charted in the following three directions: 


First, to assist in those areas where there was a good and 
competent group already operating. ; 

An example of this would be its assistance to 

the Overseas Department, whose Officers have 

an insight to the world and a commitment to 

the Gospel which is rare indeed. 


Secondly, to operate as a gap-filler; that is, to operate in 
an area which was only partially covered by an existing 
group. 
An example of this would be our activities in 
the area of structure. The Joint Commission on 
Structure struggles valiantly with an enormous 
assignment and all its personnel are volunteers. 
The Mutual Responsibility Commission’s par- 
ticular study in this area had to do with the im- 
perfection of relationships, and it attempted to 
cover only those things which time prevented 
the Joint Commission from covering, 


Thirdly, to enter upon areas that were virtually unex- 
plored. 


An example of this was the development of the 
North American Directory of Projects, subtitled 
“An Invitation to the Anglican Communion to 
Participate in the Church’s Mission in the United 
States”. This was an attempt to respond spe- 
cifically to Point 3 of the Document, that each 
Church shall seek to receive as well as give. At 
the request of the Anglican Executive Officer, 
circulation of such a directory of projects has 
been deferred until after the completion of the 
five-year emergency period established in the 
MRI Document. This exciting chapter of the 
Commission’s life is far from closed. By being 
specific about what others can give us, we are 
learning anew the lesson of old: our greatest 
need is to be on our knees. 


Finally, the Commission had co-ordinating functions in re- 
lation to the diocesan MRI Commissions. We were woe- 
fully inadequate in our attention to this responsibility and 
it was only very late in the triennium that promising work 
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was bégun. We refer here to the national MRI Conference 
held in Chicago this Spring. Sixty-seven Dioceses sent rep- 
resentatives, and one can only say that this was a moment 
of the greatest spiritual uplift. It seemed as if again we 
glimpsed together the essential bond that is between us all; 
that the unity which the world forces upon us is, at its root, 
God’s will and is good. 


The Commission must cite the Executive Council for having been 
of inestimable assistance to it. The course of this relationship, and 
how it matured, could not have been charted in advance. The Com- 
mission particularly commends the staff at “815” not only for its 
co-operation, but for the difficult ministry that it performs on behalf 
of us all. Among the other official agencies of the Church, the Com- 
mission must cite the Seabury Press for its publication of a series of 
MRI Resource Books, and The Episcopalian for its constant guid- 
ance as a window on all the Church. 

The Commission is deeply indebted to Forward Movement Publi- 
cations for publishing, in co-operation with us, a variety of materials 
on prayer, including the essential aid to mutual understanding, Re- 
sponse—Far and Near. This devotional booklet is an indispensable 
servant of our prayers. This entire pilgrimage must be borne, sus- 
tained, guided, and informed by prayer. 


V. WHITHER MRI? 


Throughout the life of the Commission, we have been sensitive to 
the fact that there was something inappropriate about one agency’s 
being charged with Mutual Responsibility and Interdependence in the 
Body of Christ. We have repeatedly said that MRI is a vision and 
not a program, and not to be confined to this Commission. We wel- 
come, indeed, the action of other agencies in giving a broader inter- 
pretation to the fact of interdependency. The Joint Urban Program, 
for example, is clearly to be seen in this context, albeit pre-Toronto. 
The recent action of the Executive Council in adopting the paper The 
Negro American and MRI was excellent and it laments quite appro- 
priately that ‘the implications of the MRI document have been given 
only limited expression”. Such good examples are repeated at all 
levels in the Church. 

As previously stated, we were forced to assume in this triennium 
responsibility for activities that were important to the life of the 
Church but did not appear to be adequately taken care of by other 
agencies. These considerations determined the nature and scope of 
our work on structure and relationships, the promotion of overseas 
projects, the North American Directory, literature for use in the 
parish, etc. 


. 
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We now happily face the expectation that many, if not all, of the 
jobs we started in this triennium will be assigned to other agencies. 
The promotion of projects should be assigned to the Executive Coun- 
cil. Our work on structure may best be continued by one Commission 
charged with that specific responsibility. The Renewal Committee 
may take on some of the other questions with which we have been 
struggling—renewal through a special event such as a Council of the 
Church. 

All of this is exactly as it should be. The one thing that is clear 
about the job of the Mutual Responsibilty Commission is that we are 
to work ourselves out of a job. Mutual Responsibility is not an activ- 
ity within the Church but a spirit in which all the Church’s work 
must be done. We should measure the success of the Commission by 
what is added to the mainstream of Episcopal life, without consider- 
ing the Commission itself. Still, a practical question arises. If the ac- 
tivities we have taken on are assigned to the proper agencies, what 
work remains for this Commission in the next triennium? Should this 
Commisison in fact be disbanded? Or should it continue in some 
other form than it has had to date? We have discussed this question 
with many people in the Church, both those whose work is on the 
national level and those who are mainly active in their Diocese and 
parish. 

After careful consideration of all the points of view, we recom- 
mend that a successor Commission be continued in the next trien- 
nium. Diocesan and parish MRI committees are in many instances 
just beginning to hit their stride. Some are still floundering and need 
every bit of guidance and help they can get. In still other sections of 
the country, MRI has yet to make an appearance. 

The vitality of diocesan organizations depends on local resources, 
and we cannot hope to maintain an effective network of MRI com- 
mittees simply by creating a strong national body. But help, ideas, 
and co-ordination from a national Commission is vital. The national 
MRI conference in Chicago this Spring provided fresh inspiration 
from and to many diocesan committees, and this kind of leadership 
should be continued in the next triennium. 

In addition to this co-ordinating function, another task lies ahead 
for a successor Commission. There is great need in the Church for a 
group that does not have a specific programmatic responsibility—one 
that can instead be an evaluator, a stimulator, one set apart to keep 
reminding the Church of its primary obligation to mission. 

Few of the areas in which the Commission has been involved, and 
which should now pass on to others, are neatly wrapped up. We 
cannot say that “renewal” is now in the hands of a committee. Nor 
can we say that work on structure and relationships, or the accept- 
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ance of projects, or the communication nightmare which is this 
Church, have been solved once and for all. Thus, there is a need for 
some imaginative group to worry about the things that do not suffi- 
ciently worry anyone else; to question what no one else can question; 
to support what is not being adequately supported elsewhere; to be 
aware of what is being attempted and what is not being attempted by 
groups in the Church and relate them to one another. 

We believe that this is the role a successor Commission should 
play. We believe that such a group is essential for a deepening of the 
Church’s servanthood in this world. We have in part played this role 
in this triennium, but the Commission should be re-made in Seattle 
so as to be freer still to rush in where others will not or cannot tread. 

Specifically, we recommend that the Commission be continued, but 
reduced to sixteen instead of twenty-four members; that its reference 
point be the remaining four points of the MRI Document; that it 
continue as a Joint Commission; that its operating budget be reduced 
from $100,000 to $60,000 per year, and its expense budget reduced 
from $12,000 to $8,000 per year. 


VI. CONCLUDING STATEMENTS 


In concluding this Report the Commission makes the following 
two statements—one on the Mission itself, and the other on the 
Church. 


A. The Mission Itself 


In this Report, we have been primarily concerned with the form 
of mission and with the Church as an instrument of mission. Little 
has been said about the nature of Mission—the Mission itself. We 
are not uncomfortable with this emphasis on form instead of sub- 
stance, because the Christian mission defies an over-all definition for 
every specific call to action. It has to be re-defined every day, over 
and over again, at every point of decision. It is a compelling force 
and not a universal recipe, a process and not a formula. It is vali- 
dated by service, witness, and worship. It is invalidated by a host of 
wrongs that are within us all and about us. Regarding its substance, 
however, we believe it right to say: Mission is the apostolic testimony 
of the Great Event of history which was—and is!—and ever shall be. 


B. Regarding the Church 


Our abiding conviction is that, in spite of its errors (even gross 
error at times), the Church is now just coming into its own. We refer 
to the Church in this instance as the organized body, the structure, 
the institution itself. Contrary to the prophets who foretell the 
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Church’s demise, we believe instead that a decade from now we will 
see many more hearing Him gladly. Why is this so? It is because the 
critical problems that beset civilization everywhere are rapidly ap- 
proaching the point where they will become totally insoluble—unless 
there is reference to the one, veritable Truth of all time, Jesus Christ 
Himself. The Church, therefore, as the champion of His Gospel, will 
be forced into a role of increasing relevance in earthly concerns. It 
yet remains for the Church to recognize fully that it has no pro- 
prietary rights in this Gospel, and that His action is as much (even 
more) outside the Church as in it. But, as the one body which has 
been chosen for the role of conscious attempt at insight, the Church’s 
teachings will be weighed much more seriously in the years to come 
in the minds of serious men. 

All of this, of course, is predicated upon the willingness and ability 
of the Church to reform itself, for in its present divided state this 
bright future is not foretold. The time is urgent. The woods are on 
fire. The trees are burning all around. 


VII. FINANCIAL STATEMENTS 
A. APPROPRIATION ACCOUNT 
1965 19662 1967> Triennium‘ 








Appropriation $80,000 $100,000 $96,898 $276,898 
Total Spent 20,698 138,631 96,898 256,227 
Unexpended Balance $59,302 ($ 38,631) $ — $ 20,671 


a Executive Council authorized overdraft. 


> 1967 Budget 





Salaries $25,000 
Pensions 400 
Social Security 600 
Travel 9,000 
Communications & 
Publications 53,000 
Allocated Costs 898 
Incurred Costs 3,000 
Re-allocation 5,000 
TOTAL $96,898 


¢ Appropriation by General Convention was $300,000. 
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B. GENERAL CONVENTION FUND 
RECEIPTS 
Appropriation by the General Convention $36,000 


DISBURSEMENTS 


Expenses incurred for meetings, including 
travel, hotel, meals, etc., for members 





of the Commission and consultants $22,174 
Telephone, postage, supplies, printing, dupli- 
cating, etc. 3,663 
Total Expenditures to date ech 2550). 
Unexpended Balance, May 12, 1967 $10,164 








VIII. RECOMMENDATIONS 
A. CONSTITUTIONAL AND CANONICAL AMENDMENTS 


Resolved, the House of ________ concurring, That the follow- 
ing amendments be made in the Constitution, and that such proposed 
amendments be made known to the several Dioceses and Missionary 
Districts and to the Convocation of the American Churches in 
Europe, in accordance with Article XI., of the Constitution, to wit: 


1. That Article I., Section 3, paragraph 1, of the Constitu- 
tion, be amended, so that the same shall read as follows: 


Sec. 3. At the meeting of the General Convention which 
occurs in the year prior to that in which the term of office of 
the Presiding Bishop shall expire, the General Convention 
shall elect a successor who shall become the Presiding 
Bishop of the Church upon the retirement, resignation, dis- 
ability, or death of the incumbent. The election shall take 
place in a Joint Executive Session of the two Houses of the 
General Convention by a concurrent majority of the two 
Houses, both Houses voting by individual secret ballot; and 
the majority of the House of Bishops shall be construed as 
being a majority of all the Bishops of the Church, exclusive 
of retired Bishops not present, except that whenever two- 
thirds of the House of Bishops shall be present a simple 
majority shall suffice. 


. 
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2. That Article I., Section 4, be amended, by inserting, in 
the second sentence of the fourth paragraph thereof, after the 
words, “In all cases of a vote by orders,” the words, “except 
upon the occasion of an election for the office of Presiding 
Bishop’, so that said paragraph shall read as follows: 


On any question the vote of a majority of the Deputies 
present shall suffice, unless otherwise ordered by this Con- 
stitution, or, in cases not specifically provided for by the 
Constitution, by Canons requiring more than a majority, or 
unless the Clerical or Lay representation from any Diocese 
require that the vote be taken by orders. In all cases of a 
vote by orders, except upon the occasion of an election for 
the office of Presiding Bishop, the two orders shall vote 
separately, each Diocese having one vote in the Clerical 
order and one in the Lay order, and each Missionary District 
having a one-fourth vote in the Clerical order and a one- 
fourth vote in the Lay order; and the concurrence of the 
votes of the two orders shall be necessary to constitute a vote 
of the House. No action of either order shall pass in the 
affirmative unless it receives the majority of all votes cast, 
and unless the sum of all the affirmative votes shall exceed 
the sum of other votes by at least one whole vote. 


3. That Article I., Section 7, be amended, so that the same shall 
read as follows: 


Sec. 7. The General Convention shall meet not less than 
once in each three years, at a time and place appointed by 
the preceding Convention; but if there shall appear to the 
Presiding Bishop, acting with the advice and consent of the 
Executive Council of the Church or of a successor canonical 
body having substantially the powers now vested in the Ex- 
ecutive Council, sufficient cause for changing the place or 
date so appointed, he, with the advice and consent of such 
body, shall appoint another place or date, or both, for such 
meeting. Special meetings may be provided for by Canon. 

and be it further 


Resolved, the House of _______ concurring, That the foregoing 
amendments to the Constitution take effect immediately upon their 
adoption. 


4. Resolved, the House of ____ concurring, That Canon 1, 
of the General Convention, be, and the same is hereby, amended, 
by the addition of a new Section to be numbered Section 2, the sub- 
sequent Sections to be re-numbered accordingly; which new Section 
shall read as follows: 
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Sec. 2(a). The General Convention, by concurrent Resolu- 
tion, may establish Joint Committees and Joint Commissions, 
to which may be referred matters requiring interim consider- 
ation. The enabling Resolution shall specify the size and com- 
position of each such Committee or Commission. 


(b). A Joint Committee shall be composed of members of 
the two Houses; a Joint Commission may include clergymen 
and lay persons not members of the House of Deputies. 


(c). The Presiding Bishop shall appoint the episcopal mem- 
bers, and the President of the House of Deputies the lay and 
clerical members, of such Joint Committees and Joint Com- 
missions as soon as practicable after the adjournment of the 
General Convention; one member of each Joint Commission to 
be appointed from the membership of Executive Council to 
serve as liaison therewith. 


(d). The Presiding Bishop and the President of the House of 
Deputies shall be members ex officio of every Joint Committee 
and Joint Commission with the right, but no obligation, to attend 
meetings, and with seat and vote in the deliberations thereof, 
and shall receive their minutes and an annual report of their 
activities; Provided, that the said presiding officers may appoint 
personal representatives to attend any meeting in their stead, 
but without vote. 


(e). Joint Committees and Joint Commissions shall report 
and make recommendations to the General Convention next 
following upon their appointment, at the conclusion of which 
Convention they shall be deemed to have been discharged, un- 
less specific action to the contrary be taken, or or unless other- 
wise provided in these Canons. 


5. Resolved, the House of ________ concurring, That Canon 1, 
Section 6, be amended by substituting for the words, “not more than 
twenty-two dollars”, in the ninth line thereof, the following: 

“a sum not greater than the diocesan levy established by the 
General Convention from time to time”, 
so that the Section will read as follows: 


Sec. 6. In order that the contingent expenses of the General 
Convention, and the stipend of the Presiding Bishop, together 
with the necessary expenses of his office, and Church Pension 
Fund assessments, may be defrayed, it shall be the duty of the 
several Diocesan Conventions and of the Convocations of the 
several Missionary Districts to forward to the Treasurer of the 
General Convention annually, on the first Monday of January, 


x 
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6. 


Sec. 


16 
Sec. 


as to each Diocese a sum not greater than the diocesan levy 
established by the General Convention from time to time for 
each Bishop having jurisdiction therein, any Bishop Coadjutor, 
and each Suffragan Bishop in active service therein, and each 
retired Bishop, and each Presbyter and Deacon canonically resi- 
dent therein, and as to each Missionary District an amount 
equal to one-quarter of the above described diocesan levy for 
each Bishop having jurisdiction therein, any Bishop Coadjutor, 
and each Suffragan Bishop in active service therein, and each 
retired Bishop and each Presbyter and Deacon canonically resi- 
dent therein. 


Resolved, the House of _______ concurring, That Canon 2, 
1, be, and the same is hereby, amended, as follows: 


Sec. 1. Before a Presiding Bishop is elected, a Joint Nom- 
inating Committee shall be appointed, consisting of nine Bishops 
(one from each Province), together with four clerical and five 
lay members of the House of Deputies (one from each Prov- 
ince), the appointment of the Bishops to be made by the Pre- 
siding Bishop and the appointment of the clerical and lay mem- 
bers by the President of the House of Deputies, which Nominat- 
ing Committee shall present to a Joint Executive Session of 
the two Houses of the General Convention the names of three 
members of the House of Bishops for consideration in the 
choice of such Presiding Bishop, and opportunity shall then be 
given for nominations from the floor; Provided, however, that 
nominations shall consist solely of the placing of names before 
the Convention; and, Provided, further, that if, after the third 
ballot, there is no election, the total combined number of indi- 
vidual votes for each nominee shall be computed, and only 
those three having the highest number of combined individual 
votes shall remain upon the ballot; and the balloting shall then 
continue until the election is completed. 


Resolved, the House of _____ concurring, That Canon 2, 
2, be, and the same is hereby, amended, as follows: 


Sec. 2. The term of office of the Presiding Bishop, when 
elected according to the Provisions of Article I., Section 3, of 
the Constitution, shall be twelve years, beginning twelve months 
after the close of the Convention at which he is elected, unless 
he shall attain the age of sixty-five years before his term shall 
have been completed; in that case he shall resign his office to 
the General Convention which occurs in or next after the year 
of his attaining such age. At that Convention his successor shall 
be elected, and shall assume office twelve months thereafter or 
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immediately upon the death, retirement, or disability of the Pre- 
siding Bishop; except that when a Presiding Bishop has been 
elected by the House of Bishops to fill a vacancy, as provided 
for in the second paragraph of Article I., Section 3, of the Con- 
stitution, the Presiding Bishop elected by the next General Con- 
vention shall take office immediately. 

[NOTE: If Article I., Section 3, is amended by this Convention, as proposed by the 


Convention of 1964, the last two lines of this Canon should read as follows: 
“the Presiding Bishop so elected shall take office immediately.’’] 


8. Resolved, the House of _________ concurring, That Canon 2, 
Sec. 4, be, and the same is hereby, amended, as follows: 


Sec. 4(a). The Presiding Bishop of the Church shall be the 
Chief Pastor thereof. As such he shall 


(1). Be charged with responsibility for giving leadership 
in initiating and developing the policy and strategy of the 
Church; 


(2). Speak God’s word to the Church and to the world, 
as the representative of this Church and its episcopate in its 
corporate capacity; 


(3). Take order for the Consecration of Bishops, when 
duly elected; and, from time to time, assemble the Bishops 
of this Church to meet with him, either as the House of 
Bishops or as a Council of Bishops, and set the time and place 
of such meetings; 


(4). Preside over meetings of the House of Bishops; and, 
when the two Houses of the General Convention meet in 
Joint Session, have the right of presiding over such Session, 
of calling for such Joint Session, of recommending legislation 
to either House and, upon due notification, of appearing be- 
fore and addressing the House of Deputies; and NOTE that, 
whenever he shall address the General Convention upon the 
state of the Church, it shall be incumbent upon both Houses 
thereof to consider and act upon any recommendations con- 
tained in such address; 


(5). Visit every Diocese and Missionary District of this 
Church for the purpose of 


(i). Holding pastoral consultations with the Bishop or 
Bishops thereof and, with their advice, with the lay and 
clerical leaders of the jurisdiction; 

(ii). Preaching the Word; and 


(iii). Celebrating the Sacrament of the Lord’s Supper. 
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sh 


Sec. 


(b). The Presiding Bishop shall report annually to the 
Church, and he may, from time to time, issue Pastoral Letters 
in his own person. 


(c). The Presiding Bishop shall perform such other func- 
tions as shall be prescribed in these Canons. 


(d). There is constituted an Advisory Council to the Pre- 
siding Bishop, consisting of five Bishops, two Presbyters, and 
two Lay Persons, to be elected by the House of Deputies of the 
General Convention for a term of three years, upon nomination 
by the House:of Bishops in consultation with the Presiding 
Bishop. Said Advisory Council shall meet on the call of the 
Presiding Bishop. 


Resolved, the House of _________ concurring, That Canon 2, 
5, be, and the same is hereby, amended, as follows: 


Sec. 5. The stipend of the Presiding Bishop and such per- 
sonal assistants as may be necessary during his term of office 
for the effective performance of his duties, and the necessary 
expenses thereof, shall be fixed by the General Convention and 
shall be provided for in the budget to be submitted by the 
Treasurer, as provided in the Canon entitled, ““Of the General 
Convention”. 


10. Resolved, The House of ________ concurring, That Canon 
4 be, and the same is hereby, amended, by repealing Section 1 and 
the first paragraph of Section 2 thereof, and, in lieu thereof, enacting 
the following as Section 1, to wit: 


Sec. 1(a). There shall be an Executive Council that shall be 
responsible to act on behalf of the General Convention in the 
recess thereof. The Executive Council shall have charge of the 
unification, development, and prosecution of the missionary, 
educational, and social work of the Church and such other work 
as may be committed to it by the General Convention. 

(b). The Executive Council shall be accountable to the 
General Convention and shall render a full report concerning 
the work with which it is charged to each meeting of the said 
Convention. 

(c). The Executive Council shall submit to the General Con- 
vention at each regular session thereof a program for the tri- 
ennium, including a detailed budget of that part of the program 
for which it proposes to make appropriation for the ensuing 
year, and estimated budgets for the two succeeding years. 
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(d). The Executive Council shall be composed of twenty- 
four members elected by the General Convention, of whom six 
shall be Bishops, six shall be Presbyters, and twelve shall be 
Laymen (three Bishops, three Presbyters, and six Laymen to be 
elected by each triennial meeting of the General Convention) ; 
of members elected by the Provincial Synods, each Synod hav- 
ing the right to elect one member at its last regular meeting 
prior to the triennial meeting of the General Convention; and 
of six members to be nominated by the Triennial Meeting of the 
Women of the Church and elected by the General Convention 
at each triennial meeting thereof. The Presiding Bishop, who 
shall be the Chairman, the President of the House of Deputies, 
who shall be the Vice-Chairman, the Vice-Presidents, if there 
be one or more, and the Secretary and the Treasurer of the 
Executive Council shall be ex officio members thereof. 

(e). The officers of the Executive Council shall be a Presi- 
dent, who shall be the Presiding Bishop, one or more Vice- 
Presidents, a Secretary, and a Treasurer, with such duties as 
the Executive Council, pursuant to this Canon, from time to 
time, may prescribe. 


and be it further 


Resolved, the House of ______. concurring, That the 2nd 
paragraph of Section 2 be designated as Section 2(a), and that the 
remaining portions of the Canon continue unchanged. 


B. RECESSED SESSION OF THE CONVENTION 


Resolved, the House of ________ concurring, That the General 
Convention not adjourn sine die on September 27, 1967; but, in- 
stead, recess and resume its session in the Summer of 1969, primarily 
for the purpose of continuing the review of the Constitution and 
Canons already begun at this session, the specific date and place to 
be established by the Presiding Bishop, acting with the advice and 
consent of the Executive Council, pursuant to Article I., Section 7, 
of the Constitution, and in consultation with the President of the 
House of Deputies; and be it further 


Resolved, the House of __________ concurring, That the agenda 
for the session and the special preparation in connection therewith, 
shall be the responsibility of the Presiding Bishop and the President 
of the House of Deputies; and be it further 


Resolved, the House of ________ concurring, That the necessary 
expenses thereof be chargeable to the budget of General Convention. 


3 
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C. PARTNERSHIP PLAN 


1. Resolved, the House of ____ concurring, That the 
Bishops and the Deputies to this General Convention, having enacted 
the Partnership Plan of voluntary stewardship, wherein quotas for 
the General Church Program are eliminated, do pledge themselves 
jointly and severally to communicate adequately the change that has 
been voted; and be it further 

2. Resolved, the House of ___. concurring, That said 
Bishops and Deputies do pledge themselves jointly and severally to 
secure financial and moral support for such General Church Pro- 
gram in their respective jurisdictions; and be it further 

3. Resolved, the House of ____ concurring, That said 
Bishops and Deputies be responsible for encouraging and supporting 
their respective jurisdictions to make known to the Treasurer of the 
Executive Council the amount of the pledge from their respective 
jurisdictions no later than February 1, 1968, for the calendar year 
1968; and be it further 

4. Resolved, the House of _______ concurring, That elected 
Members of Executive Council be responsible to give leadership 
throughout the Church to those jurisdictions which request it in 
interpreting the General Church Program, and that they be particu- 
larly responsible for those areas from which they come; and be it 
further 

5. Resolved, the House of _________ concurring, That an annual 
program of visitations in every jurisdiction of the Church be con- 
ducted by elected Members of the Executive Council for the purpose 
of insuring full communication between the Council and the Dioceses 
of the Church, and to insure that a financial pledge is made by the 
first day of February of each year to the Treasurer of the Executive 
Council by every jurisdiction; it being understood that communica- 
tion is of the first importance and that the financial pledge shall be 
the full and free decision of every jurisdiction. 


[NOTE: In the event the Partnership Plan is not accepted and quotas for the General 
Church Program are continued, Resolution No. 1 is to be eliminated but the remainder 
of the Resolutions are still proposed by the Mutual Responsiblity Commission.] 


D. MUTUAL RESPONSIBILITY COMMISSION 


1. Resolved, the House of _________ concurring, That the 
Mutual Responsibility Commission be continued during the next tri- 
ennium; that it be composed of four Bishops, four Presbyters, and 
eight Lay Persons, the Bishops to be appointed by the Presiding 
Bishop and the Presbyters and Lay Persons to be appointed by the 
President of the House of Deputies, the Presiding Bishop and the 
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President of the House of Deputies to be ex officio members of the 
Commission; and be it further 

2. Resolved, the House of ______ concurring, That the Com- 
mission be charged with the continued stimulation, support, and co- 
ordination for the implementation at all levels of the Church of the 
program set forth in the original MRI document and particularly 
Points Two through Five of Section II thereof; viz: 


2. Begin at once a radical study of our obedience to mis- 
sion: a study of structure, of theology of Mission, and 
of priorities of decision. 

3. Seek the way to receive as well as give, asking expect- 
antly what other Churches and cultures may bring to 
our life, and eager to share our task and problems with 
others. 


4. Seek to test and evaluate every activity by the test of 
Mission and service to others, in our following after 
Christ. 

5. Develop swiftly every possible channel for communica- 
tion with our companions in the Anglican Communion 
—indeed in the Church of Christ as a whole. 

and be it further 


3. Resolved, the House of _________ concurring, That, under 
the direction of the Presiding Bishop, the said Commission be di- 
rected and authorized to call upon the existing agencies of the 
Church, including the Executive Council, for assistance and exper- 
tise in carrying out its task. The Mutual Responsibility Commission 
may make request of the Executive Council for the assistance of the 
Council’s staff personnel in discharging its responsibilities. The Com- 
mission shall make a report, with recommendations, to the Executive 
Council, at each of the Council’s regular meetings; and be it further 

4. Resolved, the House of _______ concurring, That the Gen- 
eral Convention request the Presiding Bishop to assign an Executive 
Officer to the Mutual Responsibility Commission; and be it further 

5. Resolved, the House of ___________ concurring, That the sum 
of $24,000.00 be appropriated from the budget of the General Con- 
vention for the expenses of the Mutual Responsibility Commission 
for the fiscal triennium 1967-1970; and be it further 

6. Resolved, the House of __________ concurring, That there be 
included in the General Church Program an appropriation for the 
development and implementation by the Commission of Mutual Re- 
sponsibility, in the amount of $60,000.00 annually in the triennium 
1968-1970; and be it further 

7. Resolved, the House of ____ __ concurring, That the Com- 


. 
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mission be instructed to keep the Church regularly informed and to 
report at the next meeting of the General Convention. 


THE MUTUAL RESPONSIBILITY COMMISSION 


*RT. REV. THOMAS H. WRIGHT, D.D., Chairman 
*RT. Rev. A. ERVINE SWIFT, S.T.D. 

RT. REv. HARVEY D. BUTTERFIELD, D.D. 

RT. REv. Horace W. B. DONEGAN, D.D. 

RT. REv. HAMILTON H. KELLOGG, D.D. 
*REvV. DaviID R. THORNBERRY, D.D.: 

REv. DARWIN KIRBY, JR. 

REv. C. HOWARD PERRY 

VERY REV. ALMus THORP, D.D. 

REv. PAUL M. WASHINGTON 
*Mrs. HAROLD SorG, Vice-Chairman 
*MR. MONROE BUSH 
*MR. FRED C. HARGESHEIMER 

Mrs. ROBERT H. DURHAM 

Mrs. JOHN H. FOSTER 

Hon. THURGOOD MARSHALL 

Mr. PRIME F. OSBORN III 

Mr. JOHN SAMMOND 

Mrs. THEODORE O. WEDEL 

Hon. FRANCES WILLIS 

Mr. HousTON WILSON 

Mr. ROBERT YOUNG 
*RT. REv. JOHN E. HINEs, D.D. (ex officio) 
*Dr. CLIFFORD P. MOREHOUSE (ex officio) 
*MR. WALKER TAYLOR, JR., Executive Officer 


Consultants 


*RT. REV. STEPHEN F. BAYNE, JR., S.T.D. 
*RT. REV. DANIEL CorRRIGAN, D.D. 
*REV. CANON CHARLES M. GUILBERT, S.T.D., Secretary 
*Dr. LINDLEY M. FRANKLIN, JR., Treasurer 
*MR. WILLIAM G. MoorRE 
Dr. PETER Day 
Mr. JOHN C. GOODBODY 
Mrs. CARMAN ST. JOHN HUNTER 
REv. JAMES W. KENNEDY, D.D. 
REv. CANON ALMON R. PEPPER, D.D. 
REV. CANON Howarb A. JOHNSON, D.D. 
REv. Massey H. SHEPHERD, JR., PH.D. 
REv. SAMUEL VAN CULIN 


* Executive Committee. 
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APPENDIX 26 
REPORT OF THE 
JOINT COMMISSION ON CHURCH MUSIC 


MEMBERSHIP AND ORGANIZATION 


The Presiding Bishop, in respect of Bishops, and the President of 
the House of Deputies, in respect of Presbyters and Lay Persons, 
pursuant to a Resolution of the 1964 General, Convention, ap- 
pointed the following persons to the Joint Commission on Church 
Music: 


Rt. Rev. Paul A. Kellogg, Missionary Bishop of the Dominican 
Republic 


Rt. Rev. Robert C. Rusack, Suffragan Bishop of Los Angeles 
Rev. A. Balfour Patterson of Colorado 

Rev. William B. Schmidgall of Central New York 
Rev. Norman C. Mealy of California 

Rev. Frederic P. Williams of Indianapolis 

Leo Sowerby, Mus. D., of Washington 

Alex Wyton of New York 

Jack Noble White of Dallas (later of Alabama) 
Lee H. Bristol of New Jersey 

Ronald Arnatt of Missouri 

Peter Hallock of Olympia 


The Commission organized by electing Bishop Rusack as Chair- 
man, Mr. White as Secretary, and the Rev. Mr. Mealy as Treasurer. 


26.2 Appendix MUSIC 


ESTABLISHING LIAISON 


With Other Commissions 


The Joint Commission on Church Music attempts to function 
somewhat like the Supreme Court in dealing with music in relation 
to the liturgy. This has been its task from the earliest times; but, 
unfortunately, it is sometimes lost sight of by the Church in the 
hurly-burly of present-day problems. In this great ecumenical day, 
the work of the Joint Commission is more important in the life of 
the Church than ever before. 


In the past triennium, various members of the Joint Commission 
have met with representatives of the Standing Liturgical Commis- 
sion and the Joint Commission on Church Architecture and the Al- 
lied Arts (both for the first time in history), as well as with similar 
groups in the Roman Catholic Church, the Lutheran Church, the 
Methodist Church, and others. The fruits of these meetings have 
been most valuable in establishing priorities and in setting program. 


With Diocesan Committees 


The program of the Joint Commission has been stepped up, but 
very often cannot be fully implemented, because of lack of funds. 
The Commission is strongly recommending to this General Conven- 
tion that it take seriously the role of the Commission in attempting 
to bring musical order out of chaos at the local level, through 
communication with diocesan Music Committees, through ecu- 
menical encounters and actions, and through the programs already 
underway under the auspices of the whole Commission or of its 
sub-committees. 


Ecumenical Contacts 


To a man, the members of the Music Commission are committed 
to a more positive accent on Mutual Responsibility, yet it must 
have enough money to function properly and to take its rightful 
place amongst those Churches with which it has entered into dia- 
logue on an ecumenical level. There is no intention of asking for 
such huge sums as are appropriated by the Lutheran Church for 
its music program, but for sufficient funds to allow the Commis- 
sion to meet twice a year, to carry on its new Accreditation Project, 
to increase its work in the field of recordings, to take its full part 
in consultations with other Communions, to produce publications 
as “helps” for the Church at every level of musical life, to continue 
to act as a clearing-house for Hymnal revision and for diocesan 


Commissions, and to increase its program and effectiveness in the 
life of the Church. 
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The work of the Joint Commission relates intimately to the life 
and strategy of the Church, it being concerned with that branch of 
the arts which most occupies the time of the active, worshipping, 
congregation. The Commission would not insist upon the absolute 
primacy of music among the arts; however, it can, with justification, 
point to the fact that music is more often performed, more continu- 
ously entered into, both by professionals and amateurs, and more 
urgently in need of constant attention, than any of the other art- 
forms with which the Church has to come to terms. This point 
ought not to be passed over too lightly, because any art that is per- 
formed with scant attention to its own standards, and yet is per- 
formed continuously, becomes boring and even pernicious. This 
dictum would apply to all forms of Church music, whether hymns, 
or service music, or anthems, or sacred concerts. 


The Context of Church Music 


Music in the Church must today be heard within the context of 
the music of the commercial mass-media. A congregation can no 
longer judge Church music except against the background of re- 
corded performances of great choral and instrumental groups, of 
the daily torrent of music emanating from radio and television re- 
ceivers, and of the all-pervading musical background-music of mo- 
tion pictures. The contemporary Church, if nothing else, should be 
learning a lesson from the value put upon music by the powerfully 
persuasive mass-media. 


An Ecumenical Hymnal 


The liturgical movement has come to a critical focus in our day, 
and demands to be delivered of the fruit of the research and schol- 
arship in which it was conceived and nurtured. Moreover, the litur- 
gical movement and the ecumenical movement obviously impinge 
on each other, so that the urgency of decisive and discriminating 
choices in these fields is patent. For instance, this Commission re- 
solved, at its April, 1966, meeting in Berkeley, to recommend that 
this Church never again undertake a revision of its Hymnal on 
a narrowly denominational basis. Copies of the resolution of the 
Commission were communicated to the member-Churches of the 
Consultation on Church Union (then numbering eight), and to the 
Roman Catholic Church and the Lutheran Church of America. All 
but one of the ten Communions responded with enthusiasm and 
expressed interest in moving toward such an ecumenical hymnal. 
Your Commission, having stimulated this interest, is faced with the 
necessity of seeking funds to finance its own participation. 
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Episcopal Voice in Ecumenical Musical Discussions 


The Commission is convinced that the special musical genius of 
the Episcopal Church cannot be brought to bear upon the liturgical 
movement or the ecumenical movement, in both of which this 
Church is deeply involved, without the existence of an authorized 
spokesman to voice the Church’s position. In short, the Commission 
finds itself frustrated in its participation, both in the liturgical and 
the ecumenical movements, because the Church does not have a 
single person, on a day-to-day basis, who is capable of interpreting 
the music of the Episcopal Church. 


Four member-Churches of the Consultation on Church Union 
were asked, two years ago, about their national budgets for Church 
music and the size of the staffs committed to this activity. In all 
four instances, the expenditures of money and man-power were 
many times that of this Church. In all four cases, there were 
national-headquarters staff-persons responsible for the field of 
Church music. 


Journal of Church Music 


This Church badly needs a monthly journal of Church music. 
The Joint Commission cannot afford to initiate such a project, nor 
could it maintain it, limited as it is by lack of funds and by its part- 
time, unremunerated, membership. 


Present State of Episcopal Church Music 


No mission of any importance in history to which a group was 
deeply committed has ever been known to proceed without special 
attention to music, accompanying and underscoring the group’s pur- 
poses or cause. Artistically, the Episcopal Church is living off a 
pension from the Victorian period. Musically speaking, the Church 
is not earning its way. It is eating into the principal of a great mu- 
sical heritage without adequately providing for creative and restora- 
tive growth. 


Accreditation Project 


To provide some more tangible recognition of the role of the 
Church musician, the Commission has established during the trien- 
nium a new project of accreditation. Men and women, Church 
musicians, from fifteen Dioceses across the Church, have taken the 
first set of national examinations. Those whose examinations war- 
rant it will receive a citation from the Church, through the Joint 
Commission on Church Music, designating them as Accredited Mu- 
sicians for the worship and life of the Episcopal Church. Here again, 
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the work and the finances to inaugurate a vitally important project 
have had to be found in the meager resources of the Commission. 
Moreover, the musicians who desire to take the examinations must 
pay for the privilege, though the Church itself is the ultimate gainer. 
If the Accreditation Project fills the general need that the Commis- 
sion believes it will, the Commission will certainly need further help 
from the Church to administer the program. 


CO-ORDINATION 


It is the considered opinion of the Joint Commission that there is 
need, in the Episcopal Church, at the national level, for close and 
continuous co-ordination of many aspects of the Church’s life as 
they impinge upon or involve music, if there is not to be expensive 
and wasteful duplication of effort. Music deeply affects, or is 
affected by, architecture, liturgy, education, audio-visual aids, 
radio and television, and film-production. Co-ordination, to insure 
economy of operation, where music is concerned, is vital. 


Consultative Services 


In effect, the Commission has a very small “pick-up team” that 
is called upon on too many and too various occasions to give advice 
and counsel to agencies and units of the Church—all on a part-time 
basis, where what is needed is full-time, consistent, effort. The mem- 
bers of the Joint Commission cannot continue this kind of regular 
consultation, because they are all quite busy at their own jobs. 


Contrariwise, much musical and artistic talent is going to waste 
in this Church, because the Church does not seem to know how to 
find and use what it has. A large part of knowing how is the ability 
to co-ordinate the efforts of many, rather than depending upon last- 
minute scrambling for the help of a few. 


In music, as in any art, there has to be follow-through. When the 
Commission thinks of a person responsible for Church music at the 
national level, follow-through is basic to his job-description: follow- 
through in project-production (e.g., recording series, editing of 
pamphlets, the Accreditation Project), in constant contact with the 
mass-media in their use of music, in keeping current with develop- 
ments both in the ecumenical and liturgical movements, in main- 
taining standards in musical training (of musicians, seminarians, 
choristers, lay-readers), in the planning, holding, and leading of 
training conferences. 
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CHURCH MUSIC TODAY 


Good News—or Bad? 


Of the Church’s music, as it is now being performed and heard, 
one might ask, “Is it good news or is it bad news?” Music becomes 
bad news in proportion as it diminishes involvement and commit- 
ment of the people. It is the definite impression of the members of 
the Commission, based upon their several individual experiences in 
various parts of the Church, that, taken as a whole, the music of 
the Episcopal Church in this sixth decade of the century, is bad 
news, on the criterion set forth above. To find out whether the 
impressions correspond to reality, the Commission is seeking the 
co-operation of the Division of Research and Field Study of the 
Executive Council to determine whether or not, and to what extent, 
Church music is communicating to the people of the Church. 


Provisionally, and pending more accurate data, the Commission 
is prepared to state that much, if not most, of the music of this 
Church is either indifferent or positively bad news; not merely that 
it could be better, but that it distorts the Gospel—which means 
“Good News’’—by being “bad news”. 


Popularization of Music 


Paradoxically, in the era of Batman and Telstar, the people who 
are “with it” understand that art is an equal member in the trinity 
of art, technology, and education. 


Generally, the Commission comes to a rapid boil at the mere 
mention of electronic organs. Yet, when the members simmer down, 
they realize that never before have so many people been actively 
involved in playing at least a kind of organ. And the Commission 
is sure that those who are finding enjoyment in an electronic in- 
strument will come to an appreciation of the noble pipe-organ. The 
organ, as a particular expression in the arts, has a greater chance 
than ever before. 


Or, take the commercial exploitation of folk-songs. The time was 
when serious musicians might have “looked down their noses” at 
best-seller recordings, at “number one on the hit-parade”; but now 
it is recognized that the tremendous enthusiasm for folk-songs has 
made it possible for people again to sing in public. 
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Yet, the Church is not going to settle for any so-called “jazz 
mass”, or make-shift instruments, or sloppy performance. The Com- 
mission hopes that the Church will be “with it”, indeed, but with 
the good taste that must be manifest whenever people are brought 
together to praise and thank Almighty God. For music is part, also, 
of another trinity—as beauty, which cannot exist apart from truth 
and goodness, nor they, either, apart from beauty. 


__ The Commission’s judgment is, that the Church is not “with it” 
if it fails, in its over-all strategy, to put art (music, as well as other 
arts) in a partnership-relationship with technology and education. 


Music is part of Mission. 


MEETINGS AND ACTIVITIES 


During the past triennium, the Joint Commission on Church 
Music has met four times: in New York in April, 1965, October, 
1965, and October, 1966; and in Berkeley, California, in April, 
1966. The Commission hopes to hold another meeting in Seattle at 
the time of the General Convention. 


Accomplishments 


The Commission itself, or sub-committees thereof, or individual 
members of the Commission, accomplished the following since the 
last General Convention in 1964: 


—Met with the Standing Liturgical Commission and discussed 
ways of supplementing each other’s areas of concern. Specifically, 
the Commission is seeking for hymnodic material to fill gaps in 
the Church’s current Hymnal in the areas of Baptism and Con- 
firmation, and is studying ways of supplying music for the draft 
Liturgy. Each Commission is now regularly represented at the 
meetings of the other. 


—Established an Accreditation Project, setting proficiency stand- 
ards, examining, and certifying Church musicians. The first ex- 
aminations were held in September, 1966, and certificates will be 
presented at the time of the General Convention. 


—Gathered hymnodic materials and resolved that any future 
Hymnal of this Church should be developed as an ecumenical 
project. (In this connection, the Commission calls attention to 
the fact that not less than half of the Hymns in the recently pub- 
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lished, semi-official, Book of Catholic Worship are taken over or 
adapted from the Hymnal 1940.) 


—Resolved to ask General Convention that the Joint Commis- 
sion on Church Music be given responsibility to plan for a revi- 
sion of the Church’s Hymnal, and that no special Commission 
be appointed for that purpose. 


—Established liaison with all existing diocesan Music Commit- 
tees, and secured the appointment of many such Committees 
where they had not existed before. 


—Supplied a complete directory of diocesan Committees and 
their chairmen, as well as findings of the Joint Commission, to 
each such diocesan group. 


—Endorsed several diocesan Music Conferences. 


—Endorsed and gave leadership to four national Music Con- 
ferences (Berkeley, California; Evergreen, Colorado; Wa-li-ro, 
Ohio; and Monteagle, Tennessee), and numerous diocesan and 
regional Summer Schools, seminars, and workshops. 


—Named the Commission’s Secretary, Jack Noble White, to 
serve as Music Consultant to the Divisions of Radio-Television 
and Audio-Visuals of the Executive Council’s Department of 
Communication. 


—Continued to distribute two recordings made in previous years, 
and began to plan, with the Division of Audio-Visuals, the pro- 
duction of a series of hymn-records for use in small parishes and 
with training sessions. 


—Began work on a revision of The Plainsong Psalter. 


—Issued a position-paper, “Some Thoughts About Acoustics and 
Church Architecture”, written by the Rev. Norman C. Mealy, 
for the Joint Commission on Church Architecture and the Allied 
Arts. 


—Entered into dialogue with the Anglican Music Commission of 
Canada. 


—Met with a representative of the Roman Catholic Bishops’ 
Committee on Ecumenical Affairs. 


—Continued to produce materials to aid with all aspects of the 
musical life of the Church. 
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—Established contacts and held meetings with cognate Commis- 
sions of several Communions. ° 


The Commission is grateful to all who have arranged for confer- 
ences, commends the leaders of the first American Cathedral Organ- 
ists’ Conference, and expresses its appreciation to all who have 
helped the Commission in its work during the triennium. 


Respectfully submitted, 


PAUL A. KELLOGG 
ROBERT C. RUSACK 


A. BALFOUR PATTERSON 
WILLIAM B. SCHMIDGALL 
NORMAN C. MEALY 
FREDERIC P. WILLIAMS 


LEO SOWERBY 
ALEX WYTON 

JACK NOBLE WHITE 
LEE H. BRISTOL 
RONALD ARNATT 
PETER HALLOCK 
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RESOLUTIONS 


1. Resolved, the House of _____ concurring, That a Division 
of Ecclesiastical Arts be established, within the structure of the 
Executive Council, with a full-time Officer having responsibility for 
liaison, consultation, and co-ordination in the fields of Church 
Music, Architecture, and the Allied Arts; said Division to be re- 
lated administratively to such Department of the Executive Council 
as may be determined by said Council; and such staff-Officer to be 
a member ex officio of the Joint Commissions on Church Music and 
Church Architecture and the Allied Arts. 


2. Resolved, the House of _____ concurring, That the Joint 
Commission on Church Music be continued, consisting of two 
Bishops, four Presbyters, and six Lay Persons who are Church 
musicians. 


3. Resolved, the House of _______ concurring, That the Joint 
Commission on Church Music be authorized and directed to collect 
and collate material bearing upon future revisions of the Church 
Hymnal; to prepare and present to the General Convention, from 
time to time, recommendations concerning anthems and service 
music; and, upon request, to advise the General Convention on 
musical matters. 


4. Resolved, the House of _______ concurring, That provision 
be made, in the General Church Program, for support of the Ac- 
creditation Project of the Joint Commission on Church Music, in 
the amount of $1,500.00 for each of the years 1968, 1969, and 
1970; said amounts to be paid over by the Treasurer of the Execu- 
tive Council to the Treasurer of the Joint Commission. 


5. Resolved, the House of _______ concurring, That there be 
appropriated, from the budget of the General Convention, for the 
expenses of the Joint Commission on Church Music, the sum of 
$18,000.00 for the triennium 1967-1970. 
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FINANCIAL REPORT 


Cash on fiand, November, 1964 ...,.....,.:...:, $ 2,509,22 
Receipts 
Appropriated by the General Convention. $7,000.00 
PRN MCR ER Ne Anite e, Wishing Woe ak cal soy 752.47 
mecrediation Project . REEF OA. 7) 270,00 
Summeriochogls vee yreit .an wee. 7911 
RUGS UPR, en cal aston vee an 8 bre 40.57 
8,242.15 
$10;751:37 
Disbursements 


From the General Convention Appropriation: 


PXPCNSES Ol. MCEINGS ..-.... 0.240 3 $5,950.93 
Secretarial Cxpenses 4.05 pi an aes 49.07 
From Joint Commission Funds: 
Expenses Of Mertings 0. . cue us 920.81 
Acctegitation Project ., 27. ,.... 940.57 
WOmnmulee EXPENSES §. ei ses .. 310.42 
mecketaiial EXPenses on Sa pe hs 281.33 
Summer Schools’. VI PVe Me. oy ik. 191.10 


Ray Francis Brown Memorial Gift... 1,000.00 


9,644.23 
Baance on Nand, April (967. eek pe oe $ 1,107.14 
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APPENDIX 27 


REPORT OF THE 
JOINT COMMITTEE ON THE PARTNERSHIP PLAN 
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G—1965 Statistics 


27.2 Appendix PARTNERSHIP 


FOREWORD 


THE PARTNERSHIP PRINCIPLE asks of each par- 
ish and mission, each Diocese and Mis- 
sionary District, to give to others at least 
as much as it keeps and spends on itself. 


THE GENERAL CONVENTION is being asked to 
abolish quotas and to implement the 
Partnership Principle at the national 
level, starting in 1968, in this Report of 
the Joint Committee on the Partnership 
Plan. 
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RECOMMENDATIONS 
Winds of Change 


We live in a time of revolution. 

Unprecedented demands, and unprecedented attacks, are being 
made upon long-established institutions. 

Faced with pressures, members of all organizations look to each 
other for mutual strength and more intelligent co-operation. 

The Church is not untouched by this revolution. The winds of 
change are sweeping through its corridors. Doors swing open that 
have been locked shut for generations. We are increasingly aware 
of each other, and of each other’s needs and aspirations. 

We are ready to re-examine plans and procedures, in order better 
to serve all mankind. 

It is within this general setting that your Joint Committee on 
the Partnership Plan presents this Report. 


We Are Partners 


This Committee has been commissioned by the General Conven- 
tion to administer shock-treatment to the Church’s forty-four-year- 
old quota system. 

Its basic assumption is that we who are the “congregation of all 
faithful people”, are partners. 

The word is rooted in the seldom-used “‘parcener”, one of two 
or more persons sharing an inheritance.* Thus we are joint-heirs; 
an expression that reminds us of St. Paul’s great phrase, “if chil- 
dren, then heirs, heirs of God and joint heirs with Christ, if so be 
that we suffer with Him that we may be also glorified together”. 
(Romans 8:17) 

A partner is a “person who takes part or engages in some activity 
in common with another or others”. He shares the profits and risks 
of a business enterprise. A partnership is an “association of two or 
more people who contribute money or property to carry on a joint 
business”. If one is a sailor, he knows that a “partner” is one of the 
reinforcing timbers used to support a mast or other upright, and to 
strengthen the deck at the point of strain. 

We share equally in an inheritance. We share equally in the 
advances and the reversals of Christ’s enterprise, the Church. If we 
are partners with Him, we are partners with each other. All we are, 
and all that we have, we have received from Him. We belong to a 
common household whose Sole Owner is God. We are the occupiers 
of the household, mutually responsible to God and to each other. 


* Webster. 
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Quota System Questioned 


The General Convention has questioned the rationale of the 
present Quota System in this new day. It is a system which has 
been in operation since 1922, with the exception of the years 1934 
to 1943, when quotas were abandoned because of the general eco- 
nomic situation. Under this system, the Church apportions quotas, 
based on their current expenses, to its Dioceses and Missionary 
Districts (except those under the jurisdiction of the Overseas Depart- 
ment). It is as fair and equitable a system as any mathematical 
formula can be. The quotas, if paid, insure the support of a program 
voted by the General Convention. 


With the passing years, the irritations of this taxing procedure 
have multiplied. When one’s understanding of stewardship grows, 
limitations or ceilings on giving become increasingly unacceptable. 
One’s response to God for all His gifts of love can hardly be ful- 
filled by telling Dioceses the exact number of dollars they are 
expected to give as their “fair share”. The quota, intended as a 
minimum, generally becomes a maximum. All too often, it is not 
met at all. 


“50-50” Sharing Commended 


The Church has maintained the 44-year-old Quota System, but 
it has been moving gradually towards the Voluntary System. 


In 1958, the General Convention encouraged tithing on an in- 
dividual basis, leaving to each person to determine what the tithe 
is. The Convention, for the first time, encouraged vestries to give 
one-half their income to work outside their parishes. 


It was not expected, of course, that every individual could at 
once become a tither. Nor was it expected that every parish could 
achieve the dollar-for-dollar goal within a year. A start was made, 
however. Probably more people than ever are tithing today, and 
congregations are moving towards the parochial goals. Meanwhile, 
the Executive Council, obedient to the canons, has continued to 
assess mathematical quotas. And few Dioceses, indeed, no matter 
how much money they raise, feel called upon to exceed the quotas. 


In 1961, the General Convention authorized a nine-member Joint 
Committee to study the Quota System, yielding to a ground-swell 
of feeling that the negative aspects of the system inhibit the positive. 
Again, it urged parishes to give one-half the parish income to work 
outside the parish, and, for the first time, commended the principle 
to the Dioceses in their support of the General Church Program. 
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Partnership Proposed 


In 1964, the General Convention accepted the recommendation 
of the Committee, that the Quota System be continued for the 
triennium, but that the Partnership Plan (the Committee prefers 
“Partnership Principle”) be adopted in 1967, to become effective 
in 1968. 

The General Convention discharged the Committee with thanks, 
and, on its recommendation, authorized the appointment of a new 
committee—the Joint Committee on the Partnership Plan. The new 
Committee was asked to work with the Executive Council “in plan- 
ning how new methods of giving may be most effectively presented 
and carried out throughout the Church”. 


The Committee has tried faithfully to fulfill its responsibility. It 
has conducted two Church-wide surveys on current methods of 
giving. It has worked closely with the Executive Council, discussing 
the Partnership Plan in one full-dress report and two shorter ones. 
And it has made a concerted effort, in the spirit of partnership, to 
involve the whole Church in conversations about the Partnership 
Principle and its implications. 


Twenty-seven Church leaders, members of the Joint Committee, 
the Executive Council, and representatives of “partnership” Dio- 
ceses and Missionary Districts, have made some 70 visitations 
throughout the Church. The Committee places on record its appre- 
ciation for what has been learned about diocesan problems and 
concern for mission, as well as the interest of the Dioceses in re- 
sponsible stewardship. 


Executive Council Endorsement 


The Executive Council has not only endorsed the Committee’s 
proposal, but has also taken additional steps to further stewardship- 
education. It has commissioned an ad hoc Committee on Steward- 
ship to promote this basic concept of giving to the Church, and has 
authorized the appointment of an Officer to assist Dioceses in 
strengthening their stewardship programs. The first fruits of the 
ad hoc Committee is a Position Paper on Stewardship for use by 
the Church, which was presented to and adopted by the House of 
Bishops in 1966. 

Partnership Dioceses, like others, are fully aware of the need for 
better understanding of the responsibility of stewards to the 
Church’s program in the Diocese and the world, as well as in the 
parish. 

Those Dioceses have intensified their stewardship-education and 
are breaking down barriers to communication. Dialogue between 
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diocesan and parish leaders, and sometimes whole congregations, 
is encouraged in annual get-togethers. As partners in the Christian 
enterprise, they discuss the Church’s mission and their share in it. 


One Diocese has been engaged in this effort since 1930. One by 
one, other Dioceses have responded to the spirit of partnership, 
abandoning the Quota System to rely upon voluntary parochial 
pledging. In the Sixties, 20 Dioceses and Missionary Districts, in- 
cluding three in 1967, adopted the Partnership Principle. In addition, 
two Dioceses—Atlanta and Missouri—have approved the Partner- 
ship Principle and will begin operating thereon in 1969. 


“Partnership” Dioceses 


Today, 28 Dioceses and Missionary Districts, nearly one third 
of the Church’s jurisdictions in the United States, are living under 
the Partnership Principle. 


The faith and honor of each unit within the Diocese, as it relates 
itself to other units, have been tested and sometimes strained. But 
these Dioceses have not only managed to remain solvent, but their 
communicants give more than they did when parishes were told 
what was expected of them. (See Annex B.) 


Each such Diocese, in turn; having trusted its parishes to share 
generously with the Diocese, was bound, in good conscience, to 
share generously with the Church at large. For the Diocese, as well 
as its constituent parishes, the sharing of dollar for dollar for work 
outside their borders is the objective. 


Adventure in Faith 


Perhaps the greatest change has been in the spirit of giving within 
the Partnership Dioceses. Their offerings are no longer “payments” 
or a tax. They are gifts put into the common treasury, as joint-heirs 
and partners are wont to do. When, in some instances, the offerings 
decreased momentarily, the deficits have been accepted in mutual 
trust rather than in recrimination. Participation in the Church’s task 
ceased to be the calculating shrewdness of a bookkeeping operation. 
It became an adventure in faith. 


The Partnership Principle is such an adventure. It asks each 
parish and mission, each Diocese and Missionary District, to give 
to others at least as much as it keeps and spends on itself. 

This Committee is unanimous in proposing that the Church, at 
the national level, start practicing the Partnership Principle in 1968. 
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Five Points 
We emphasize these points: 


(1) The proposal before us has to do with the relationship 
between the Executive Council and the Dioceses and Missionary 
Districts of the Church. The Church at its highest level must set 
the pattern. It will no longer assign quotas. It will ask for voluntary 
pledges for the support of the General Church Program. The Joint 
Committee makes no recommendation concerning the General 
Convention assessment. Eight of the voluntary Dioceses retain such 
an assessment internally; twenty do not. What, in turn, the individual 
Diocese does within its own borders, is its own responsibility. It 
may assign quotas to its parishes, or it may not. 


(2) The Joint Committee recognizes that the Partnership Prin- 
ciple will not prosper solely on its own merits. It must be nurtured 
by the whole Church—Bishops, parish clergymen, and laymen. The 
voluntary principle is difficult to implement. It is much easier, and 
simpler, to be told what one should give than to determine the 
amount oneself. It is easier to accept a tax than to make a respon- 
sible offering. The latter requires a searching of the soul. 


(3) It is the Commission’s belief that, with the adoption of this 
proposal, there must be an intensive annual Church-wide educa- 
tional program of stewardship-training, based upon the House of 
Bishops’ Position Paper on Stewardship. (See Appendix 31.) 


(4) There must also be a strong informative program of visita- 
tion, by national leaders, in every Diocese. The need for this is 
obvious, when it is noted that, currently, only 14.4% of parish 
income goes for work outside the parishes, and only 32.3% of dioc- 
esan income is transmitted to the Executive Council for the General 
Church Program. 


(5) The Church must be willing to take the risk that giving on 
the Partnership Principle will not meet the anticipated increasing 
needs of the Church year after year. Any system involves risk. 
Moreover, the Church has been compelled to trim its sails on many 
occasions under the Quota System. This may happen under the 
Partnership Principle, but the Committee hopes and believes that 
Dioceses will continue to give as much, and indeed more, than they 
have in the past. At present, several Dioceses give approximately 
half their current receipts to the General Church’s Program. 
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Dioceses Can Be Trusted 


Surely, this Church has. reached the state of maturity where the 
Dioceses can be trusted to make their own decisions. The Committee 
firmly believes that Episcopalians are equal to the challenge. 


Therefore, we propose the following Resolutions: 


RESOLUTIONS 
Resolution #1 


Whereas, The Christian faith means the total commitment 
of our lives to God and to each other; and 


Whereas, In Partnership each Diocese and Missionary Dis- 
trict, after responsible consideration of its obligations to ad- 
vance the mission of Christ to all people everywhere, shares 
voluntarily in the General Church Program; therefore, be it 

Resolved, the House of ______ concurring, That this 62nd 
General Convention of the Protestant Episcopal Church direct 
the Executive Council, for the calendar year 1968, and there- 
after, to seek from each Diocese and Missionary District, a 
pledge, in the spirit of Christian brotherhood, to the General 
Church Program, in lieu of the current practice of apportioning 
to each such Diocese and Missionary District its proportionate 
share of the program adopted by the General Convention. 

Resolution #2 

Resolved, the House of _____ concurring, That Canon 4, 
Section 6, be amended as follows: 

1. Strike the last sentence of clause (a); 
2. Repeal the whole of clause (c); 

3. Repeal the whole of clause (d); and 
4. Renumber clause (e) as clause (c); 


Resolution +£3 
Resolved, the House of _______ concurring, That the Joint 


Committee on the Partnership Plan, having completed the work 
assigned to it, be discharged. 


AUTHORIZATION AND MEETINGS 
Charter 


The Joint Committee on the Partnership Plan was appointed 
under a Resolution of the General Convention of 1964, as follows: 


Resolved, . . . That a new Joint Committee be appointed, consisting 
of three Bishops, three Presbyters, and three Laymen, to be known as 
the Joint Committee on the Partnership Plan, to work with the Execu- 
tive Council in planning how new methods of giving may be most 
effectively presented and carried out throughout the Church. 
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Membership 


The following persons were appointed to the Committee: 
The Bishop of Ohio 
The Bishop of South Florida 
The Bishop Coadjutor of Central New York 


*The Archdeacon of Bethlehem, Ven. Dean T. Stevenson, 
S.T.D. 
The Archdeacon of Michigan, Ven. Charles D. Braidwood 
The Dean of Delaware, Very Rev. Lloyd E. Gressle, D.D. 


John P. Causey, of Virginia 
John R. Sherwood, of Southern Ohio 
William G, Ikard II, of New Mexico and Southwest Texas 


Consultants 


Lindley M. Franklin, Jr., LL.D. 
Richard P. Kent, Jr. 


Co-ordinator 
Donald C. Bolles 


Co-opted Services 
John C. Cosby 
Walker Taylor, Jr. 
Avis E. Harvey 
Huntington Hanchett 


Organization 


The Committee organized, with the Bishop of Ohio as Chairman; 
the Ven. Dean T. Stevenson as Secretary; and Richard P. Kent as 
Treasurer. 


Meetings 


Four meetings of the Committee were held, as follows: 


June 22, 1965 New York, N.Y. 
February 2-3, 1966 New York, N.Y. 
June 23-24, 1966 Greenwich, Conn. 
June 20, 1967 Cleveland, Ohio 


* Since elected Bishop of Harrisburg. 
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FINANCIAL REPORT 
Receipts 
Appropriation by the General Convention ......... $5,000.00 


Disbursements 


Expenses incurred for meetings, including travel, hotel, 
meals, etc., for members of the Joint Committee .. $1,440.50 
Unexpended Balance, February 1,1967 .......... $3,559.50 


Respectfully submitted, 


NELSON M. BURROUGHS, Chairman 
NED COLE, JR. 

Henry I. LoutrTitT 

DEAN T. STEVENSON 


CHARLES D. BRAIDWOOD 
LLoyD E. GRESSLE 


JOHN P. CAUSEY 
WILLIAM G. IKARD 
JOHN R. SHERWOOD 


LINDLEY M. FRANKLIN, Consultant 
RICHARD P. KENT, Consultant 
DONALD C, BOLLES, Co-ordinator 


PARTNERSHIP Appendix 27.11 


ANNEX A 
A “Grass Roots” Movement 
The Partnership (50-50) Principle is a “grass roots’? movement. 


It started in Southern Ohio in the midst of the depression of the 
Thirties and gradually spread to every Province. (See list and map 
of Partnership Dioceses in Annexes B and C.) 


The Rt. Rev. Henry W. Hobson, then Bishop of Southern Ohio, 
personally pledged that the Diocese would share all contributions 
to mission with the General Church Program on a 50-50 basis. 
He encouraged individuals and parishes to give 25 per cent to the 
missionary program, assuring them he would see to it the parish 
did not suffer. 


Southern Ohio kept its pledge to the Church, although often this 
meant a contribution 30 or 40 per cent above the assigned quota. 
The Diocese abolished quotas to parishes, but retained an assess- 
ment for diocesan operating expenses. 


That was in 1930; and through the years, other Dioceses and 
Missionary Districts, one by one, have substituted voluntary giving 
for the Quota System. Vermont followed Southern Ohio’s lead in 
1946, and five more joined the movement in the Fifties—Delaware, 
Virginia, Florida, Lexington, and Western Kansas. 


The trend to Partnership gained momentum in the Sixties, in the 
wake of the General Convention actions which commended 50-50 
giving to the parishes and tithing to communicants. 


At the start of 1967, the list grew to 28, with three additions— 
South Carolina, Tennessee, and Wyoming. All three, as 17 others 
have done, have abolished both quotas and assessments. Eight 
retain an assessment for the Bishop and his office. 


The Diocese of California, after six years of voluntary giving, 
restored a modified Quota System, for the basic program, in 1967. 


The Dioceses of Missouri and Atlanta have taken the first steps 
toward implementing voluntary giving, beginning in 1969. 


The Missionary District of Alaska has relied on voluntary pledges 
since it was established in 1892. 
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ANNEX B 
Partnership. Dioceses 
(With the Year that Voluntary Giving Started) 


Province I Province V 
*New Hampshire 1963 *Ohio 
Vermont 1946 *Southern Ohio 
Province II Province VI 
Western New York 1963 *lowa 
Province III ee 
“Bethlehem 1957 Weguing 
Delaware 1952 Province VII 
Maryland 1963 Arkansas 
Southern Virginia 1964 Dallas 
Southwestern Virginia 1966 *West Texas 
Virginia 1959 *Western Kansas 
Province IV Province VIII 
East Carolina 1962 Alaska 
Florida 1959 Arizona 
Georgia 1964 Idaho 
Lexington 1959 
South Carolina 1967 
Tennessee 1967 


Western North Carolina 1962 


* Retain Assessment. 


1960 
1930 


1961 
1964 
1967 


1966 
1964 
1965 
1958 


1892 
1966 
1963 
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ANNEX D 
Stewardship in the Episcopal Church 
General Convention Actions, 1922-1964 


1922 


Established Quota System and authorized the National Council 
to allot to each Diocese and Missionary District in the U.S. its 
share of the amount required for the General Church Program 
for the triennium. Quotas for Dioceses were based on current ex- 
penses for previous three-year periods; quotas for Missionary Dis- 
tricts were allotted on an arbitrary basis. 


1928 


A twelve-member committee was authorized to recommend 
quota-adjustments each year to the Council and to promote in- 
creases by Dioceses able to give more than their assigned quotas 
and thereby offset reductions by other jurisdictions. 


1934 


The Quota System was discontinued, after Dioceses reported that 
the Depression made it impossible to anticipate individual and 
parish contributions. The Council met during the Convention to 
drastically revise the budget. 


1944 


The Quota System, following reports that giving had slumped 
since it was discontinued ten years earlier, was restored. The 
current-expense base was retained. 


1955 


The Department of Promotion was asked to publish materials 
promoting tithing and proportionate giving. A ground-swell in 
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. . . . \ . \ . . 
stewardship-education, tithing, and proportionate giving was noted. 
The House of Deputies, noting that Dioceses generally accepted 
quotas as maximum goals, resolved to encourage greater missionary 
giving. 


1958 


Commended to all vestries the goal of giving one-half of the 
ordinary income of their parishes to work outside the parish. Urged 
all members of the Church to practice tithing as.a basic Christian 
responsibility and privilege. 


1961 


1. Authorized a nine-member Joint Committee on the Study of 
Quotas, to consider diocesan support of the missionary program. 
Requested the Committee to devise such canonical changes as 
would make possible a financial partnership between the Na- 
tional Church and the Dioceses and Missionary Districts. 


2. Urged parishes and Dioceses to share, dollar for dollar, with the 
mission of the Church outside their borders; and again urged 
Church members to tithe. 


1964 


1. Accepted the report of the Joint Committee on the Study of 
Quotas, and approved its recommendations: 


(a) that the present Quota System be continued during the 
1965-67 triennium; 


(b) That the Partnership Principle—giving to others as 
much as Dioceses spend on themselves—be adopted by the 
1967 General Convention, to become effective in 1968. 


2. Authorized a nine-member Joint Committee on the Partnership 
Plan, to work with the Executive Council in planning how new 
methods of giving might be most effectively presented and carried 
out throughout the Church. 
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ANNEX E 
Practicing Partnership 
Reports from Several Partnership Dioceses 


Bethlehem (1957). For a decade, the people and the parishes have 
been completely on their own in determining their stewardship 
responsibility to the Church’s mission in the world. Their response 
has brought an increase of more than 60 per cent in giving to 
others by the parishes. The national Church quota has become 
meaningless. By standing Resolution of the Diocesan Convention, 
the Diocese annually gives 50 per cent of its income to the national 
Church—more than its quota. 


Says the Bishop, Rt. Rev. Frederick J. Warnecke: 


I think the important point is that our practice and our teaching in 
the area of Christian stewardship be on a sound theological basis. We 
have, therefore, consistently said that we are not interested in raising 
money for the Church or even in apportioning that money when it is 
raised. We are concerned with the proper use of all of a man’s posses- 
sions. We are concerned that there be understanding of the gifts of God, 
a responding gratitude, and the acceptance of a responsible stewardship 
of use, according to God’s will. 


Florida (1959). The annual Diocesan Council, in 1959, dispensed 
with quotas and assessments and pre-Canvass budgets. Each indi- 
vidual voluntarily determines what his giving will be. Each congre- 
gation determines what it will give to the diocesan missionary pro- 
gram, with 50-50 sharing as an ultimate objective. Parish and 
diocesan budgets are made up after reports of pledges and antici- 
pated income are in hand. Parish pledges to the diocesan program 
have risen from $240,000.00 to $400,000.00 in this period. 


Duncan Burn, Executive Secretary of Stewardship and Finance, 
says: 


We think our plan of voluntary giving—and it must be truly voluntary 
to be valid—is, theologically and otherwise, right and sound. It creates 
and/or permits an atmosphere in which Christian growth can and will 
take place. 
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Ohio (1960). The Bishop, on his annual round of visits to clergy- 
men and lay leaders in 1960, decided that the Quota System in 
practice had become “ridiculous” and that he would ask parish 
leaders to fix their own Every-Member-Canvass goals and to make 
a pledge. This approach transformed the atmosphere of the regional 
meetings, and parish pledges were more than satisfactory. No com- 
plaints were heard from the Diocesan Council, and the Quota Sys- 
tem was abolished. The Diocese already was setting an example in 
dollar-for-dollar giving to the General Church Program. 


Parishes are moving slowly upwards toward 50-50 giving, and the 
Diocese is raising far more than its quota for the General Church 
Program—$25,000.00 to $35,000.00 more, annually. 

I am confident this would not have happened ffider the Quota System. 
The spirit of giving is beyond compare, and, in my judgment, Ohio 
would never return to the old assigned system. 


—Rt. Rev. Nelson M. Burroughs 


Iowa (1960). The Diocese is trying to practice Christian steward- 
ship. It is the Partnership Plan of today. Each parish and mission 
is asked to work toward the goal of giving one-half of its ordinary 
income to work outside its borders. The Diocese itself, instead of 
accepting a quota, pledges 50 per cent of its program-receipts each 
year to the General Church Program. (In 1966, it pledged more 
than its quota and paid more than its pledge.) 


Not every parish and mission jumped on the bandwagon when the 
1959 Diocesan Convention adopted the stewardship-program and abol- 
ished the Quota System. The total amount given to the diocesan pro- 
gram increased, but the percentage of giving for work outside parish 
and mission decreased. Under the leadership of the Bishop, the Rt. Rev. 
Gordon V. Smith, teams were formed to visit the parishes and missions, 
to discuss the problems and interests of the local congregations and to 
explain the diocesan program and budget. These annual visitations have 
become a fixture. 

Perfection is far away, but a constant and steady improvement is 
seriously being sought. Giving to the Church’s Program is excellent. 
There is improvement year by year. The Diocese has every intention of 
continuing on the Partnership Plan. 


—Rev. Paul Davis, Executive Secretary 
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Virginia (1959). 


Our plan of proportionate giving has brought increased diocesan 
income each year in this period, which, also, has-been one of growth in 
parish income and communicant members. I believe, however, that 
dollars received is not the true measure of the value of this principle of 
giving. Rather, we have looked for spiritual growth as the important 
criterion of success. We seek to motivate individual giving by emphasis 
upon the sacramental nature of a man’s gift of money to the Church. 
We urge individual parishioners to put God’s work first in their personal 
budgets and to give to the Church, in thankful obligation, a proper 


portion of what he has given them... . : 
—Rt. Rev. Robert F. Gibson 


West Texas (1965). A better spirit of mutual support and co- 
operation followed the adoption of the Partnership Principle in 
1965. The Diocese abolished the Quota System in favor of volun- 
tary commitments, by parishes and missions, of a percentage of the 
amount pledged in the Every Member Canvasses, for the support 
of the diocesan and national programs. The assessment for diocesan 
expenses was retained. 


Says the Bishop, Rt. Rev. Everett H. Jones: 


It is much too soon to make an adequate evaluation. The absence of 
an assigned quota created a better spirit of mutual support and co- 
operation. It eliminated, once and for all, the idea of a tax, or that 
‘they’ are telling ‘us’ what to do. We have a much better record of 
monthly payments than we had before. In the past, we often had a very 
low period in the Summer. 


The goal is 50-50 sharing with others, and one parish has 
achieved it. The Diocese practices what it advocates: divides in- 
come, dollar for dollar, between the Diocese and the General 
Church Program. 
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ANNEX F 
Giving and Sharing 
Diocesan Visitations 


The Church’s study of the Partnership Principle has focused 
attention on the 28 Dioceses that practice it. Their combined expe- 
rience with voluntary giving for the Church’s missionary program 
now exceeds a hundred years. Three Dioceses have practiced the 
Principle for periods ranging from 15 to 37 years and eight started 
five to ten years ago. The experience of the others ranges from four 
years to a few months. 

The General Convention, in 1964, noting the growing interest in 
Partnership, asked the Executive Council to gather information, 
and to share it with the Church in a “people-to-people” interpreta- 
tion program. This has been done, by visits to more than 50 
Dioceses by members of the Executive Council and others in the 
past twelve months. 


Study of Giving and Sharing 


The visits have been supplemented by a comprehensive study of 
giving and sharing in 1965 by the Council’s Division of Research 
and Field Study and the Department of Finance. A report of the 
study was distributed to diocesan Bishops and to their stewardship 
departments. (See Annex G.) 

The study, based on standard parochial reports from all parishes 
and missions, throws light on many questions about stewardship, 
frequently raised by diocesan leaders. 

The detailed statistics include three columns that are particularly 
pertinent: average-per-pledge payments of communicants (col. 3); 
percentage of parish income for work outside the parish (col. 6); 
and the percentage of diocesan income paid to the Executive Coun- 
cil (col. 11). 
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Detailed Statistics 
The following footnotes are added for clarification: 


1. The percentage of parish income going outside (col. 6) 
includes all giving reported in “Disbursements-J” of the stand- 
ard form. This includes support of the diocesan program and 
the General Church Program and contributions to special funds 
(such as the Presiding Bishop’s Fund for World Relief, the 
Church School Missionary Offering, United Thank Offering, 
and many others). 


2. Diocesan statistics (cols. 7-11) relate solely to support 
of the General Church Program. Information on total diocesan 
giving to others, exclusive of “‘in and out” items, is not avail- 
able to the Council under current reporting procedures. Sev- 
eral Dioceses themselves calculate that total giving to others 
has equaled or surpassed the 50-50 mark. 


A re-capitulation of giving and sharing in 1965 and detailed parish 
and diocesan statistics will be found on the following pages. 
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RECAPITULATION 
1965 GIVING AND SHARING IN THE EPISCOPAL CHURCH 


Complete statistics for the 89 dioceses and districts in the 50 states, supplemented 
by statistics for 26 non-quota and 63 quota jurisdictions. 


Compiled from 1965 parochial reports to the Executive Council by the Division of 
Research and Field Study and the Department of Finance; November, 1966. 


Grand Totals 26 non-quota 63 quota 
89 Dioceses Dioceses Dioceses 
and Districts and Districts and Districts 


PARISH AND MISSION STATISTICS 


1  Communicants 2,239 ,946 593, 248 1,646,698 
2 Amount of Total 
Pledge Payments $133,698,953 $39 467,072 $94, 231,881 


3 Average Pledge 
Payment per 


Communicant $59.69 $66.53 eo. 02 
4 Total Receipts $232,731,174 $63,821,407 $168,909,767 
5 Total Receipts 

per Communicant $103.90 $107.58 $102.57 


6 % of Income Paid 
for Work Outside 
Parish 14.4% 15.4% 14.0% 


DIOCESAN AND DISTRICT STATISTICS 


7 Paid towards 
Diocesan Budget(s) $32,739,320 $8, 397,837 $24,341,483 


8 Endowment Income 
Towards Diocesan 


Budget(s) $1,924,154 $601,511 $1,322,643 
9 Total Budget 

Income (7 & 8) $34,633,474 $8 ,999 ,348 $25,664, 126 
10 Amount Paid to 

Executive Council $11, 173,225 $2,853, 337 $8 ,319,888 


11 Percentage of 
Total Income to 


Executive Council 
Budget 32.3% 31.7% 32.4% 
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PROGRAM AND BUDGET Appendix 28.1 
APPENDIX 28 


REPORT OF THE 
JOINT COMMITTEE ON PROGRAM AND BUDGET 
1967 


Preface 


On May 27, 1967 of this year, your Joint Committee on Program 
and Budget received the Executive Council’s Proposed General 
Church Program 1968-1970, which included a Foreword, Presup- 
positions, Goals for 1968-70, Triennial Program, Strategy for a 
General Church Program, Categories of Work, and Estimated 
Budget, accompanied by The Presiding Bishop’s Statement on a 
Proposed General Church Program for the 1968-70 Triennium and 
a statement on Priorities. Copies of all of these documents were also 
forwarded to each Deputation of this General Convention. 

On June 13, the Joint Committee convened for three days in 
New York at the call of its Chairman. Each member received up- 
wards of two-hundred pages of detailed back-up sheets prepared by 
the Officers, Departments, and General Divisions of Executive 
Council, and by Joint Commissions and Committees of General 
Convention. 

Several sub-committees met during the Summer months in the 
Episcopal Church Center. On September 11, the full Committee 
re-convened in Seattle, and has remained in session. Here, we were 
presented with the Call of the Presiding Bishop and its accompany- 
ing and supporting Statement of Principles, Goals, and Commit- 
ments; Revised Priority Schedule (Appendix 1); The Crisis in 
America (Appendix II); Community Organization (Appendix III); 
Procedures for Grants (Appendix IV); and Proposed Response to 
the Presiding Bishop by the Executive Council. 

This final Report to the General Convention is presented for your 
approval, together with supplemental documents, details, and advices 
which will be forwarded to the Executive Council. It could not have 
been completed but for the Presiding Bishop, Executive Officers, 
Department Chairmen, Missionary Bishops, Department and Divi- 
sion Officers, and their respective staffs, who stood ready at all times 
with prompt answers to our many inquiries. We express our sincere 
appreciation for their full and prompt co-operation. 


The Initial Call to Battle 


We find Executive Council’s presentation of the Proposed General 
Church Program 1968-1970 unprecedented and exciting. 
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As a first step, the Executive Council identified and defined the 
seven presuppositions, or basic assumptions, upon which the General 
Church Program is to be based; which is to say, the Christian Mis- 
sion, which calls all men of faith to muster for battle under the 
banner of Christ Jesus on behalf of the Kingdom of God. 

Within these basic assumptions the Executive Council next identi- 
fied and defined the eleven General Goals of its Proposed General 
Church Program, 1968-1970; which is to say, the sectors of the 
extended and unceasing battle line along which our National Church 
will lead our fight for that Kingdom; namely, Renewal, Witness, 
Peace, Counsel, Education, Strengthening Clergy, Strengthening 
Laity, Self-Government for Churches, Unity, Self-Appraisal, and 
Stewardship. 

The Executive Council then identified and defined the seven 
specific objectives along the sectors, which, given the financial re- 
sources, materiel, and man-power, our National Church might well 
attain and, it is to be hoped, overrun, as follows: (1) New and 
effective forms of corporate mission and ministry; (2) Unity among 
men, nations, and Churches; (3) Helping people to know and re- 
spond to the Gospel within the context of the world today; (4) 
Securing the rights, dignity, and well-being of every man; and (5) 
Eliminating poverty and hunger and relieving suffering; all logistically 
supported by (6) Communication, research and study, data-process- 
ing, planning, evaluation, and wider financial support; and by (7) 
Improved administration and management-procedures. 

The Executive Council realistically took into account the meager- 
ness of our giving to the General Church Program. In recent years 
it has not exceeded five percent (5%) of our total giving to the 
Church. Of necessity, therefore, the Executive Council identified and 
defined an agonizing system of priorities by which it would deploy 
and re-deploy all such funds, materiel, and man-power into the fray 
against these specific objectives. These were arranged by the Council 
in three categories: (1) Forces currently committed under General 
Convention’s mandate which cannot be withdrawn (“level estab- 
lished”), (2) Forces partially committed (“level may be adjusted”), 
and (3) Forces which ought to be committed to new objectives 
(“obedience to mission’’ ). 

Finally, they designated priorities within the last two categories. 

Never before has the Executive Council and its general staff so 
carefully delineated its total program in advance. Furthermore, as 
a part of the total process of “opening up” the formation of strategy, 
the Bishops of the Church, in 1966, were given a voice in its ulti- 
mate determination. And, finally, this past Summer, all Deputies 
and heads of Triennial delegations were acquainted with the new 
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procedure in advance of this session of General Convention. 

This open approach has led your Joint Committee into a clearer 
conception of the total process and function of the Proposed General 
Church Program, rather than hundreds of budgetary line-items under 
traditional Department and Division headings. 

The Executive Council’s method of administration by Depart- 
ments is disappearing. Like other institutions, the Church is dis- 
covering that today’s fast-changing and complex problems must be 
attacked whole, not piecemeal. Currently, more than half of the 
National Church programs operate on the basis of a task-force, 
team-coalition approach rather than through a strictly departmental 
one. 

The spirit of inter-dependence thus generated, the elimination of 
duplication, and the avoidance of working at cross-purposes, are 
noteworthy gains. In a fluid situation, it is good to know that in- 
creasingly the resources of the entire army can be brought to bear at 
any given time on one sector of the front. 

The open approach on the part of Executive Council has also 
enabled your Committee to offer to share some of its task of program- 
and budget-making with members of the General Convention. 

There was an initial presentation by the Committee to this Con- 
vention. This included a tentative report of our understanding of 
the Church’s strategy and priorities, together with an. appraisal of the 
Church’s response. In an effort to understand the wishes of the 
Deputies and to incorporate suggestions, as well as to explain and 
to answer questions, a hearing was provided. The preliminary pro- 
gram and budget were changed as a result. 

Your Joint Committee has carefully reviewed this unprecedented 
approach to the formulation and presentation of a Proposed General 
Church Program by the Executive Council and commends it. It 
invites trust and confidence in the Church’s General Staff Officers 
toward the attainment of that strategic objective outlined to us by 
the Presiding Bishop in his call to respond to the crisis in American 
life. 

The Joint Committee on Program and Budget heartily endorses 
the Call of the Presiding Bishop and commends it enthusiastically 
to this Convention. 


The Crisis in American Life 


The Crisis Program is not limited to black people. It also includes 
all who live in the impoverished ghettos. 

The program is not limited to the cities. It includes the country- 
side as well. Rural slums, not just city tenements, are a major target- 
area. Your Committee believes, therefore, that the crisis is not only 
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“urban”, but reaches actually into every part of American life. We 
have so identified its nature in the accompanying chart of total 
strategy submitted for your approval. 

The program is not an “ecclesiastical war on ‘poverty’, because 
it is not based on the welfare-principle of helping those who suffer 
while doing little or nothing to alleviate conditions causing suffering. 
Rather, it is based on the principle of assisting the poor to organize 
themselves so that they may stand on their own feet, rise out of 
their degradation, and have a full share in determining their own 
destiny. 

To do this, they must not be puppets made to dance as donors of 
dollars pull the strings. The program affirms that they have the God- 
given capacity, if resources be supplied, to help solve the problems 
of which they have become victims in an affluent, industrialized, 
predominantly white society. We urge that it not be weakened by 
dilution. 

In order that these fellow citizens may be free to help themselves, 
such grants as may be made to any organizations under the program 
should be supervised by our Church only with regard to (1) the 
original appraisal, (2) proper accounting procedures, and (3) eval- 
uation of effectiveness. The grant-recipient should be solely respon- 
sible for the administration and execution of its work. Evaluation of 
effectiveness is a necessary part of Christian stewardship as well as 
of fiscal responsibility. Your Committee believes that evaluative 
benchmarks are essential in all programs of the Church, including 
this one. To that end, we urge that clear evaluative criteria and clear 
decisions based upon those criteria be made by the Presiding Bishop 
and the Executive Council at every significant point. 


Overseas 


But the world is one, and the battle is one. The call, “Go ye into 
all the world”, still sounds loud and clear. 

Our overseas response to the Divine Commission, never enough, 
still includes nearly one-half the total budget. Overseas allocations 
largest in our history—are included in the amount of $7,145,109. 
Of this amount 93%, or $6,615,403, is administered by the Over- 
seas Department and is so listed on the strategy chart. The balance 
is administered through other programs of the Church. 

New Missionary Districts are being established in Okinawa, El 
Salvador, Nicaragua, Honduras, Guatemala, and Costa Rica, and 
new Bishops are being elected for Guatemala and Okinawa, and a 
Suffragan Bishop for Honolulu. Overseas forces include 265 Mis- 
sionaries supported by us and serving in overseas fields and about 
1800 nationals in the overseas Districts themselves. Our work con- 
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tinues in Puerto Rico, the Virgin Islands, Haiti, the Dominican 
Republic, Mexico, Central America, Panama and the Canal Zone, 
Colombia, Ecuador, Liberia, Honolulu, Alaska, the Philippines, 
Okinawa, Taiwan, the Bonin Islands, Guam, and in thirty-two non- 
American jurisdictions supported by our Church, such as Brazil and 
Japan. 


Theological Education 


The re-grouping of our forces for battle has revealed the need 
for a penetrating analysis of the entire process by which the clerical 
leadership of the Church is trained, and, through such leadership, the 
ministry of the Church’s laity equipped. It is no longer possible to 
live responsibly, and fight, and make any impression in our world 
in a helter-skelter, catch-as-catch-can, random kind of way. 

Three years ago, in St. Louis, at the recommendation of your Joint 
Commission on Education for Holy Orders, you responded to the 
creation of a national Division of Christian Ministries by assuming 
responsibility for educating the Church’s clergy to the extent of 
including an item in the budget for support in scholarships for the 
Church’s theological students and the seminaries. 

Now, with the penetrating, factual report submitted by the Special 
Committee on Theological Education (the “Pusey Committee’) as 
a guide and a goad, you are offered the next step; namely, the 
implementation of a program, largely financed with separate funds, 
for the creation of a national co-ordinating and supervisory authority, 
directly responsible to the Presiding Bishop. The purpose: to pro- 
vide necessary leadership for establishing principles of inter-depend- 
ence among the seminaries and a degree of liaison with the whole 
Church. 


Ecumenical Co-operation and Unity in the Body of Christ 


The pressures of a powerful enemy have shown that our Episcopal- 
Church forces are woefully small and inadequate when we stand 
alone. Our only chance of making an impact is by uniting our mis- 
sion with that of our allies. By pooling resources and attacking 
common human problems jointly there is effected an economy and 
an avoidance of wasteful duplication of effort. With the forces of 
resistance, in terms of human problems, so huge, and our financial 
ammunition so limited, it is small wonder that we are swiftly learn- 
ing, on national, as well as local, levels not to attempt any attack 
alone that we can possibly join with ecclesiastical and secular allies 
in mounting. 

Meanwhile, the intellectual, spiritual, and moral probing for com- 
mon grounds of unity must continue, so that without sacrificing the 
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essential, we may yet achieve harmony and community of purpose. 
This is in accord with our Lord’s command to His followers that 
we may be one that the world may believe. 

Necessary funding for these various types of ministry is included 
and underscored. Your Committee regrets that there are not suffi- 
cient resources available for the Episcopal Church to assume her full 
fair share of the financial burden. 


Conclusion 

So, your Program and Budget Committee presents to you for 
your decision a strategy, with implementing programs, priorities, 
budgets, and criteria for evaluation, which we find to be exciting. 

God has matched us with a magnificent opportunity. The very fact 
that we are able to change and adapt and adjust to new situations in 
this way confounds those who criticize the Church as rigid, inflexible, 
and dying. 

A few years ago, at Toronto, we were called upon in the basic 
Mutual Responsibility and Inter-dependence document to re-examine 
our old priorities in the light of new world-conditions. We were 
warned that this might well mean “the death of much we hold dear”. 
We have come to that Calvary. But beyond every Calvary, in Chris- 
tian faith, there is a day of Resurrection on which we are reborn 
by the power of God. 


FREDERICK J. WARNECKE, Chr. J. L. CALDWELL MCFADDIN 


NELSON M. BURROUGHS HousTON WILSON 
E. HAMILTON WEST HARRISON GARRETT 
JOHN P. CRAINE B. FRANKLIN MILLER 


F. Eric BLoy 


Puitie S. LYON 
GORDON VY. SMITH 


ROBERT A. ADDISON 


RoBErt C. SwIFT E. G. CARPENTER 

Morris F. ARNOLD E. HOLCOMBE PALMER, Secretary 
THOM W. BLAIR REGINALD M. SUTTON 

J. RALPH DEPPEN JOHN B. TILLSON 

ALEXANDER D. STEWART EDWARD K. WALKER 


JOHN C. VAN Dyk A. BURNET STONEY 


PROGRAM AND BUDGET Appendix 28.7 


SUMMARY OF THE GENERAL CHURCH PROGRAM 
FOR THE TRIENNIUM 1968-70 AND OF DETAILED 
BUDGETS FOR 1968 WITH ESTIMATES FOR 1969-70 


PROGRAM 1968 BUDGET 
I TO STRENGTHEN: Priority 1 Priority 2 Total 

MPMINEINISEDICS Sern cie ater es. $ 6,690 $ 46,866 §$ 53,556 
Die CLOT OVA cn taka: oS 113,200 79,486 192,686 
SMU AAU ene eer ee ct ae POR, 245,304 86,064 331,368 
Ave StLUCCOLO Mp bo kta tkte sd 120,269 43,831 164,100 

Il TO UNDERSTAND: 
ee VOLiSIS: Aree Gilet ay ae 1,916,301 —0— 1,916,301 
De UHevBUpuTrenr terse Fok 172,000 22,207 194,207 
Su Commitment. eens ees: 761,602 127,930 889,532 
ASNVOTSOID ING ch, .eak tenth ts: 50,000 —0— 50,000 
MMW CVeen coi oom tat acierns i 84,311 13,800 98,111 

Ill TO ACT EFFECTIVELY: 
IW OVEPSCAS DAR noes. Sager ts 6,291,793 323,610 6,615,403 
De Nba OMG a creas. oct aot 1,112,417 340,555 1,452,972 
Byun an NCCGw nts tins 5,050 299,250 304,300 
4. Specialized Ministries .... 621,300 960,998 1,582,298 
DME CUINEMI CAAA At tees 464,218 79,001 543,219 

IV ADMINISTRATIVE COSTS: 231,000 35,000 266,000 
(Not Otherwise Allocated) 
TODAS Titi xcs cnvectng ee $12,195,455 $2,458,598 $14,654,053 


* oe * oe Ok OK 
ESTIMATED RECEIPTS 


Quotas from Dioceses .,........ $13,694,053 
Income from Trust Funds ...... 900,000 
Undesignated Legacies .......... 50,000 
Miscellaneous Income .......... 10,000 
$14,654,053 
* * ok & * 
Note 1—Original Proposed Budget, June, 1967 ,......... $17,560,697 
Proposed Additions, September, 1967 .......... 565,000 
$18,125,697 
Note 2—Detailed 1968 Budget as Above ............... $14,654,053 
Priority 3A—Removed from Priorities 1&2 .... 1,633,472 
Priority 3B—Original Priority 3 ............... 1,838,172 
d $18,125,697 


* * #*# * * 


ESTIMATED TOTAL BUDGETS: 1969: $15,240,215 (+4%) 


1970: $15,697,421 


(+3% ) 


Detailed work-sheets giving itemized data for the 1968 budget summarized 
above have been filed with the Secretary of Convention, Treasurer of the 
Executive Council, and the permanent records of this Joint Committee. 
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Resolution No. 1 


Resolved, the House of Bishops concurring, That the General 
Church Program, 1968-70 Triennium, as submitted by the Joint 
Committee on Program and Budget, be, and the same is hereby, 
approved and adopted for the said triennium. 


Resolution No. 2 


Resolved, the House of Bishops concurring, That the Detailed 
Budget for 1968, as submitted by the Joint Committee on Program 
and Budget, in the total amount of $14,654,053.00, be adopted for 
such year of 1968, to execute those portions of such Program as 
appear under the columns headed “Priority 1” and “Priority 2” 
thereof. 


Resolution No. 3 


Resolved, the House of Bishops concurring, That the Estimated 
Budget for 1969, as submitted by the Joint Committee on Program 
and Budget, in the total amount of $15,240,215.00, be adopted for 
such year of 1969. 


Resolution No. 4 


Resolved, the House of Bishops concurring, That the Estimated 
Budget for 1970, as submitted by the Joint Committee on Program 
and Budget, in the total amount of $15,697,421.00, be adopted for 
such year of 1970. 


Resolution No. 5 


Resolved, the House of Bishops concurring, That the Executive 
Council shall have the power to expend all sums of money included 
in the Detailed Budget for the year 1968, as well as the Estimated 
Budgets for the years 1969 and 1970, respectively, subject to the 
following restrictions: 


(1) As soon as may be done after the beginning of each such 
year, and after first receiving the advice of its own Depart- 
ment of Finance, the Executive Council shall so adjust the 
Detailed Budget or Estimated Budget for each such year as 
to reflect the responses of the several Dioceses and Missionary 
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(2) 


(3) 


(4) 


Districts under the authority of this General Convention, as 
well as other income available to carry out the General 
Church Program reflected thereby; all to the end that the 
Executive Council shall carry out such General Church 
Program upon a pay-as-you-go basis during each year of 
such triennium; 


Any so-called “lapsed balances” from any given prior year, 
including 1967, may either be treated and considered, in 
whole or in part, as other income available to carry out the 
General Church Program hereby provided for the ensuing 
years of such triennium, or may be credited to a Reserve for 
Future Program Needs, and shall be expended for no other 
purpose whatsoever; 


At any time, and from time to time during any year of such 
triennium, after first receiving the advice of its own Depart- 
ment of Finance, the Executive Council may make such 
further adjustments in the Detailed Budget or Estimated 
Budget for any year of such triennium as shall reasonably 
be required to 


(a) Better co-ordinate the administration and execution of 
the General Church Program reflected thereby; or 


(b) Undertake such other work provided for in the General 
Church Program approved by this General Convention, 
as in the judgment of the Council its income will war- 
rant; or 


(c) Undertake other work under the jurisdiction of the 
Council, or adjust or re-adjust the order of Priorities 
theretofore established by the General Convention or the 
Executive Council for such year, the need for which 
may have arisen after the action of this General Con- 
vention, as in the judgment of the Council its income 
will warrant; and 


The Department of Finance of the Executive Council shall 
be charged with the responsibility of formulating Officer- and 
employee-personnel-policies and of supervising the allocation 
of all funds reflected in such Detailed Budget and Estimated 
Budgets under the item of Salary Adjustment Fund. 


28.10 Appendix PROGRAM AND BUDGET 


Resolution No. 6 — 


Resolved, the House of Bishops concurring, That, in the execution 
of any and all grants contemplated by the “Crisis in American Life 
Program” of such General Church Program, the Executive Council, 
acting for and on behalf of The Episcopal Church, either alone or 
through coalition with other Churches or agencies approved by the 
Council, shall be responsible to The Episcopal Church, in accord 
with proper stewardship, for the following aspects of each such 
grant: 


(1) Initial appraisal of the purposes and ends sought to be 
obtained by the proposed grant-recipient; 


(2) Initial appraisal of the ability of the proposed grant-recipient 
to attain such purposes and ends; 


(3) Proper accounting by the grant-recipient for the proceeds of 
such grant and audit thereof in accord with customary pro- 
cedures; and 


(4) Evaluation of the administration and execution of the grant 
and of the progress towards the attainment of the purposes 
and ends sought thereby. 


Otherwise, neither The Episcopal Church, nor the Executive Council, 
nor any Officer or agency thereof, shall undertake to exercise any 
supervision or control whatsoever over any grant once made, or the 
administration and execution thereof by the recipient, or the ends 
and purposes sought to be attained thereby. 


Resolution No. 7 


Resolved, the House of Bishops concurring, That there be ap- 
pointed a Joint Committee on Program and Budget for the next 
succeeding General Convention, consisting of six (6) Bishops, to be 
appointed by the Presiding Bishop, and six (6) Presbyters and 
twelve (12) Laymen, to be appointed by the President of the House 
of Deputies (or if his office shall become vacant for any reason, then 
by the Vice-President of the House of Deputies, or if both offices 
are vacant for any reason, then by the Presiding Bishop) from among 
the elected Members of the House of Deputies of the next succeed- 
ing General Convention, as soon as their names may be ascertained; 
and be it further 
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Resolved, the House of Bishops concurring That such Joint Com- 
mittee shall 


(1) 


(2) 


(3) 


(4) 


(5) 


Receive from the Executive Council, as soon as the same 
may be available, the proposed General Church Program for 
the triennium 1971-73, including the proposed Detailed 
Budget for the year 1971, as well as the proposed Estimated 
Budgets for the two succeeding years; 


Convene and organize at such time and place as its Convener 
shall appoint; 


Meet in the Convention City of the next General Conven- 
tion, as well as at such other places as it shall determine, 
sufficiently in advance of the next General Convention as 
timely to complete its work; 


Conduct hearings upon such proposed Program and Budgets; 
and 

Consider and report upon such proposed Program and 
Budgets, as well as all matters incident thereto, to the next 
succeeding General Convention. 


Resolution No. 8 


Resolved, the House of Bishops concurring, That an appropria- 
tion of $12,500.00 for the triennium 1968-70 be included in the 
Budget of the General Convention for the work of the Joint Com- 
mittee on the 1971-73 Program and Budget of the next succeeding 
General Convention. 


¥ 
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SPECIAL FUNDS FOR THE YEAR 1966 
(In Addition to the Regular Budget) 


RECEIPTS: § 
Designated SL elacies ene ica aah were eee nee PA ae LI 
Wndesionatca IeCgacics” wean a teen eae anaes 216,944* 
Church School Missionary Offering ............. 294,171 
Good Friday; Olering Mc en eee ee ee 90,773 
Presiding Bishop’s Fund for World Relief ......... 326,193 
Whited> Thank OHOFRD «Ais cn de ooh 1,247,183 
Designated Contributions iy x20: os.s)ecee eae ee 994,270 
Church;and..Racé; Funds .%,.: 20) sesisauee. 2 es & 59,020 
Mutual Responsibility and Inter-dependence ...... 853,231 
InvestmenteIncome, Designated, 4) sh. aonincen set alee 995,868 
TORE POE, Pee re ee ee nee $5,103,870 
EXPENDITURES: 

Missionary Work in U.S. and Overseas 
Legacies--Designatedy4. inus. ade. oes hae oe $ 44,192 
Legacies—-Undesignated jack syittunt >. asd ibewentie 354,397* 
Church School Missionary Offering .............. 329,398 
Good Friday, Offering sthesebat oe, ke alee 96,672 
Presiding Bishop’s Fund for World Relief ......... 377,460 
United Thank Onerin oem ut gbaane ee cargoes tiie 1,001,200 
Designated Contributions 99) 2 RAG J See) 551,642 
Churchtand Race Fundée% ), (ergo oy Sie That Ma ees 59,936 
Mutual Responsibility and Inter-dependence ...... 887,625 
Trust-Pund Income Designated 00), ag Ts Esk e: 358,152 
Reconstruction and Advance Fund .............. 50,000 
From Reserve Funds 

Reserve for Contingenciesmigiine om. 7) 5. 169,500 
FRutore Program: Needs, 47). ee ee ees 139,000 
ROGAN ys + gh Sopaga heed uaa eae ae eee $4,419,174 


* Not including $96,853 transferred to Budget to meet interest-charges on 
mortgage loan on Episcopal Church Center. By action of Executive 
Council use for capital purposes only. 


Norte: As of December 31, 1966, the Executive Council had balances in the 
Reserve Funds as follows: 
Reserve for Future Program Néeds ........... $ 118,474 
Reserve for Contingencies! = (ie 4. 22s eee 114,558 
Reserve Fund (Trust Fund #745) ............ 1,437,055 
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APPENDIX 29 
REPORT OF THE RECORDER 


The report of the Recorder presented herewith covers the years 
1964, 1965 and 1966. It is based upon the reports which the Bishop 
of each jurisdiction is required by Canon to send to the Recorder 
each year.* 


Below are compared the totals in the current report with those in 
the report made by the Recorder in 1964: 


1964 1967 
Report Report 
Ordained Deacon in U.'S.0A.** 225 ae ae. 1,293 225 
Ordained Deacon in Foreign Jurisdiction ..._. . 40 45 
Receptions from other Churches of the 
Arghcan: Communion i472). ba: 44 55 
Receptions from other than Anglican Churches 3 0 
Receptions and Ordinations under Canon 36, 
paragraph 5 (a), as adopted by General 
Convention 1961 
PRETO IOUS ceed gods os ic a 6 tote tas cae 12 t7 
MEIRUTAEIOUS (hos a Cees sk he ee eS 15 38 
Fest@raG@ons: a0 Soa oY. AS Ga eee ne he ‘| 12 
‘Eotal Additions... :2 5. «someone tae 1,414 1,392 
Transfers to other Churches of Anglican 
Communion abe. ste ek, ae ee 29 110 
DEDOSILIONS Se A ree ei tae 80 82 
WOCARUS AE 2. geek va UA les Re IN bee a 440 467 
EOtalmReimovedn sates 2 ou bare oh 549 659 
Net Gaps on ee Nan bon aaa 865 735 
SUBPCMMONS UGG el Se ee We eB a a3 20 24 


* No 1966 report received from the Diocese of California. 
** Includes (in both reports) Missionary Districts of Alaska, Honolulu, 
Canal Zone, Puerto Rico, and Virgin Islands. 


THE CHURCH PENSION FUND, RECORDER 
ROBERT WORTHINGTON 


May, 23, 1967 President 
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RECORD OF ORDINATIONS AND RECEPTIONS TO 
THE PRIESTHOOD OF THOSE ORDAINED 
DEACON BEFORE 1964 








No. Name Date Ordinant 
18700 Jackson, John Robert ........... Apr. 18, 1964 Scaife, L. L. 
18964 Hecksher, Ledyard Hart ......... June 16, 1964 DeWitt, R. L. 
19729 Bancroft, Richard Hartwell ..... Dec. 18, 1965 Craine, J. P. 
Died April 6, 1966 
19914 Regen, Kenneth Paul ............ Apr. 25, 1964 Hallock, D. H. V. 
20027 Shaw, Thomas Neville Fawcett ... Feb. 19, 1966 Jones, G. M. 
20343 SWanss Viton tee onal. ante ree ts Gordon, W. J. 
20822 pits lsaac AIDertar We Bein is « Gordon, W. J. 
21221 Whitesell, Hugh Albert .......... Blanchard, R. W. 
21225 Baas, Carl Jack je: . Sterling, C. W. 
21363 Elkins, Donaid Lloyd ....... Lewis, W. F. 
21367 Home, George Everette, Jr. Claiborne, R. R. 
21499 Ouzts,, Peters Daniels. ince. sess Pinckney, J. A. 
21626 Cochrane, Frederic John ......... Foote, N. L. 
21654 Cochrane, Richard Scott ......... Pike, J. A. 
21736 Grissom, Billy Cullen ........... Goddard, Fe oP. 
21891 MacKenzie, Joshua Tayloe ...... Feb. 26, 1962 Wright, To 
21892 Noe, William Stanton ........... Mar. 5, 1962 Wright, T. H. 
21992 Hannahs, Eugene Ward ......... Jan 6, 1962 Emrich, R. S. M. 
22001 Batley, Bruce; Edgar ascy.....5.. Dec. 30, 1961 Emrich, R. S. M. 
22094 Fitzgerald; John: Paul ..4.:.....6.: Dec. 21, 1962 Lewis, W. F. 
22102 Conger; John Peyton. . 25.02... - Nov. 6, 1965 Banyard, A. L. 
X-22116 Silva, Paulo Marcos Duval da ... Sept. 22, 1963 Krischke, E. M. 
Transferred April 25, 1965 © 
X-22135 Epardo, Pablo Walter .......... Feb. 28, 1963 Saucedo, J. G. 
X-22140 Noble, Jose Artigas Moreira ..... Noy. 7, 1965 Simoes, P. L. 
Transferred April 25, 1965 
22152 Lawrence, Kenneth Hadley RECN June 24, 1966 Gross, H. R. 
22224 Brewster, John Gurdon .......... Dec. 19, 1964 Donegan, H. W. B. 
22324 Toias krankehilipss. Gay.) eo Dec. 16, 1962 Yashiro, M. H. 
Bishop of Kobe, for 
Honolulu 
22331 Rathbun, Arthur John, Jr. ....... June 18, 1964 Crittendon, W. 
22458 Cutler, Howard) Taylon,22:.....:.. Jan. 16, 1963 Wright, T. H. 
22526 Compton, Maurice Stanley, Jr. July , 1964 Barton, L. W. 
22546 Chu, a0 LJanee. Pee ok July 12, 1964 Gilson, C. P. 
22547 Hsia, Ephraim H. Tet See» July 12, 1964 Gilson, C. P. 
22554 Packer, "BrianiJonne. atta ed: June 11, 1964 Welles, E. R. 
22563 DoEveNnZOOGs “EMIPI tr. patete cone ms Noy. 6, 1965 Banyard, A. L. 
22566 Brown, William Miliesrd. 21.5... Noy. 24, 1963 Gibson, R. F. 
X-22569 Teixeira, BEDASUIAG Fenty. - ashe as June 16, 1963 Krischke, E. M. 
Transferred April We 1965 
22571 Ennis, Reginald William, Jr. Dec. 21, 1963 Goddard, F. P. 
X-22591 Hartwig,, Adalbertov .ci5...... Nov. 7, 1965 Simoes, P. L. 
Transterred April 25, ‘1965 
22618 Taylor, Willard Seymour, Mp Feb. 24, 1964 Wright, T. H. 
X-22625 Gawili, Ernesto Pesase .... June 11, 1964 Cabanban, B. C. 
X-22626 Ged-ang, Bernard Batnag .. July 13, 1964 Ogilby, iC 
X-22627 Zabala, Artemio Masweng ... Feb. 13, 1965 Ogilby, L. C. 
X-22628 Fenninger, Eugene Kreider, Jr. May 11, 1964 Swift, A. E. 
for Panama Canal 
Zone 
22631 Coward Milton Edward, Jr. May 31, 1964 Claiborne, R. R. 
22646 Clark, George Reginald ...... Feb. 22, 1964 Campbell, W. C. 
22652 Terry, Frank Jeffrey Feb. 1, 1964 Ogilby, L. C. 
22655 Grover, Charles tower “3rd June 27, 1964 Cole, N. 
22664 Mason, John Skain f May 23, 1964 Mosley, J. B. 
22671 Silbaugh, Morgan Collins .. June 13, 1964 Higley, W. M. 
22693 Smith, Leland Jerome, Jr. Feb. 8, 1964 Hutchens, J. W. 
for Vermont 
22697 Wright, John Robert . June 29, 1964 Stockwood, A. M. 
Lord Bishop of South- 
wark for Indiana 
22708 Bretscher, Robert George May 2, 1964 Hutchens, J. W. 
22709 Coolidge, Edward Cole ; Mar. 21, 1964 Hutchens, J. W. 
22710 Creamer, Francis Bunnell, Jr. June 24, 1964 Esquirol, J. H. 


29.10 Appendix RECORDER 


RECORD OF ORDINATIONS AND RECEPTIONS TO 
THE PRIESTHOOD OF THOSE ORDAINED 
DEACON BEFORE 1964 








No. Name Date Ordinant 
22711 Hally-Robert home cee. ke wey June 24, 1964 Esquirol, J. H. 
22712 Persing, William Nichols ........ Mar. 21, 1964 Gray, W. H. 
22713 Reeves, William, Jr. ............ Apr. 10, 1964 Kennedy, H. S. 

5 for Connecticut 
22714 Rogers, John Albert, Jr. ......,.. Feb. 29, 1964 Gray, W. H. 
22716 Dale John Hays seh foe rhe June 17, 1964 Higley, W. M. 
22717 Ftalicke- Curtis Genes sks June 20, 1964 Higley, W. M. 
22718 Louttit, Henry Irving, Jr. ..,.... Apr. 25, 1964 Stuart, A. R. 
22721 Gibson Owens); S1d° 9, 2). «5: June 20, 1964 Powell, C. 
22749 Cliver, Stanley Cameron ........ Mar. 14, 1964 Cadigan, G. L. 
22753 Rainford, William Charles, 2nd .. Oct. 31, 1964 Cadigan, G. L, 
22761 Aiken, Charles DuVal, Jr. ....... June 14, 1964 Gibson, R. F, 
22762 Armstrong, Robert Hancock ..... June 20, 1964 Gibson, R. F. 
22763 Barnes, Thomas Copes .......... May 30, 1964 Chilton, S. B. 
22764 Branscomb, William Maurice, Jr.. June 6, 1964 Chilton, S. B. 
22766 Hawkins, Vernon Richard ....... Feb. 22, 1964 Armstrong, J. G. 
for California 
22768 Peterson, William Martin ...,.... Dec. 14, 1963 Gibson, R. F. 
22771 Allis, Andrew Parker Bateman .. Jan, ,» 1964 Heistand, J. T. 
22772 Kittredge, Jeffrey Linus ......... June 16, 1964 Cole, N. 
22773 AWDOtts "Richard ath. Soh) eae May 23, 1964 Mills, C. E. 
22779 Neyiand, Thomas Allen ......... Mar. 21, 1964 McCrea, T. H. 
22782 Winterrowd, Willard Perry ...... Apr. 24, 1964 Jones, G. M. 
22783 Winterrowd, William Jerry ...... Apr. 24, 1964 Jones, G. M. 
22784 Bowies, Frederick Augustus ..... Jan. 11, 1964 Scaife, L. L. 
22786 Hendryx, James Demcey ......., Feb. 22, 1964 Barrett, G. W, 
for Western 
New York 
22787 Masterman, Frederick James ..,.. May 23, 1964 Scaife, L. L, 
22788 Atwood, Theodore Oertel, Jr. .... Apr. 26, 1964 Stuart, A. R. 
22790 Coble, John Reifsnyder, Jr. .,... Mar, 7, 1964 Warnecke, F. J. 
22791 Croneberger, John Palmer ....... Mar. 7, 1964 Warnecke, F. J. 
22792 Davis, William Edwin ........... Mar. 14, 1964 Warnecke, F. J. 
22793 Docker, John Thornley, Jr. ...... Mar. , 1964 Warnecke, F. J. 
22794 Kershaw, Thomas Martin ........ Mar. 7, 1964 Warnecke, F. J. 
22797 Lipscomb, Charles Lloyd, 3rd .... June 21, 1964 Marmion, W. H, 
22798 Hitner, Frank Morris : June 21, 1964 Sterling, Cc. W. 
22800 Megginson, Marshall Elliot, Jr. May 26, 1964 Hines, J. E. 
22801 Hough, George Willard ......... Mar. 22, 1964 Crittendon, W, 
22802 Byrd, Ralph Milledge, Jr. ....... June 1, 1964 Temple, G. 
22803 Harrison, Joseph Carey ......... June 11, 1964 Hines, J. E. 
22804 Raper soa eer eee ee May 26, 1964 Hines, J. E, 
22805 Tachau, Charles Brandeis........ Jan. 27, 1964 Marmion, C. G. 
22808 Madden, Allan Robert .......... June 26, 1964 Goddard, F. P. 
22809 Sellers, Robert Clayton, Jr. ...... May 26, 1964 Hines, J. E. 
22810 Graves, Leonard Roberts, Jr. ... June 27, 1964 Rose, D. S. 
22812 Shuffler, Ralph Henderson, 2nd .. May 26, 1964 Hines, J. E. 
22813 Richardson illiam Ramsey .... June 24, 1964 Maton, W. 4H. 
22814 Gayle, William Gédgeeir, .20..+.. May 1, 1964 Jones, G. M. 
22815 Johnston, Edward ad Eee June 19, 1964 Smith, iG Vv. 
22816 Anderson, James Otis .. Feb. 13, 1964 Sterling, Cc. W. 
22817 Kerr, Richard Samuel __... Feb. 20, 1964 Sterling, C. W. 
22818 Hatcher, John Harris, Jr. .. May 19, 1954 Rose, D. S. 
22820 Porter, Ellis Nathaniel .......... June 12, 1964 Temple, G. 
22821 Cannon,. Alberry Charles, Jr. .... May 20, 1964 Pinckney, J. A. 
22822 Hiza, Douglas William ....... June 5, 1964 Gesner, C. H. 
22823 Affleck, Robert Archie .......... May 18, 1964 Haden, C. R. 
22825 Hook, Edward Lindsten .. Jan. 26, 1964 Lawrence, W. A. 
for Delaware 
22827 Barrett, John Henry, Jr. . May 9, 1964 Higgins, J. S. 
22828 Mason, Alan Newell .... May 9, 1964 Higgins, J. S. 
22829 Murphy, Charles Hurt, Jr. ...... Mar. 18, 1964 Carpenter, C. C. J. 
22831 Adkins, Robert Frederick, Jr. ... May 16, 1964 Burgess, J. M. 
22832 Collins, Walter Alexander .... May 15, 1964 Burgess, J. M. 
22833 Ensor;) Peter (Granen yee a a May 23, 1964 Mosley, J. B. 


for Massachusetts 
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22834 Freeman, Warren Gray ......... June 10, 1965 Lawrence, F. C. 
22835 Gracey, .Colinu Beale oe. as. bs cca: May 17, 1964 Campbell, D. J. 


for Massachusetts 
hol A ra June 6, 1964 Stokes, A. P. 
ee ee a May 17, 1964 Peabody, M. E. 

for Massachusetts 


22836 Hershbell, Jackson Paul 
22837 Hills, Thorburn Warner 


22838 Knox, Lincoln Mason™, aig) «... Mar. 21, 1964 Esquirol, J. H. 
22839 Cason, Charles Edward, Jr. ...... Apr. 25, 1964 Stuart, A. R. 
22840 Munn, Daniel Mathison, Jr. ..... Apr. 25, 1964 Stuart, A. R. 
22846 Bigelow, Thomas Seymour ....... May 16, 1964 Kinsolving, C. J. 
22847 McNeer, Charlies Conrad Marmion, W. H. 


22849 Bloom, Barry Moffett ........... Millard, G. R. 


for Massachusetts 
22851 Cogswell, Colby Adams Pike, J. A. 








22852 Gere, rrederick (Hixonie.... 5... - Millard, G. R. 
22853 Peirce, Thomas Elliot ........... Millard, G. R. 
22854 Roush, Kenneth Edward .. sey Millard, G. R. 
22855 Schofield, David Mercer Millard, G. R. 
22856 Smith; Don Leland) 72 50.......-. Millard, G. R. 
22858 Wesner, Ronald Dwayne ........ Apr. 25, 1964 Pike, J. A. 
22859 Benjamin, Roy Allen ............. May 23, 1964 Stokes, A. P. 
22862 Chance; Jean Henry. (.4%.......5- Mar. 23, 1964 West, E. H. 
22863 Biggers, Jackson Cunningham .... Apr. 19, 1964 Allin, J. M. 
22864 . Dubay, Joseph Arthur .......... Jan. 5, 1964 Carman, J. W. F. 
22865 Gibson, Victor Emery ........... Jan. 14, 1964 Carman, J. W. F. 
22866 Likowski; James Boyd, .....:..... Feb. 10, 1964 Carman, J. W. F. 
22867 Williams, Robert Edmond ....... Jan. 14, 1964 Carman, J. W. F. 
22868 Wallace; Garye Raye tw... ase. ee May 19, 1964 Haden, C. R 
22869 Lewis, Albert Davidson, 3rd ..... May 22, 1964 Noland, I. B. 
22871 Correll, Walter Herbert Griffith .. Sept. 21, 1964 Curtis, I. I. 
22872 Cummings, Robert Joseph ....... June 11, 1964 Marmion, W. H. 
22873 White; Jameseiracy ~ Aas... a..5-- June 25, 1964 Marmion, W. H. 
22874 Riddle, Charles Morton, 3rd ..... June 24, 1964 Rose, D. S. 
22875 Snow, William Josiah, 2nd ...... Apr. 29, 1964 Temple, G. 
22876 Johnson, Robert Clyde, Jie Mar. 23, 1964 West, E. H. 
22877 Johnson, Robert Hodges Mar. 23, 1964 West, E. H. 
22878 Kelly, Ralph Hdgariies:..: 
22879 Totman;-Glenn Batker 3. o--<-.. . AQ : 
22880 Griffith, Charles Jefferson, 3rd ... Jan. 29, 1964 Brown, R. R. 
22881 Andrus, Archie Wesligae ... <2 6+ stes May 27, 1964 Noland, I. B. 
22882 Adams, Jack Déa; Jr... 2)- .. Apr. 17, 1964 Gunn, G. P. 
22883 Lancaster, Clarence Murray, Jr. .. Jan. 29, 1964 Brown, R. R. 
22884 Black, George IDO ALAS Es Bs es oe June 11, 1964 Gunn, G. P. 
22885 Hogg, Douglas Reynolds ....... June 28, 1964 Rose, D. S. 
22886 Thomas, Ronald Reed ........... Jan. 5, 1964 Jones, E. H. 
22887 Kirby, Rodman Pattee ........ . May 20, 1964 Sanders, W. E. 
22888 Meadows, Thomas Andrew .... May 7, 1964 Sanders, W. E. 
22889 Dennis, William Rutherford, Jr... June 29, 1964 Baker, R. H. 
22890 Frazier, Donald Wallace ........ June 29, 1964 Baker, R. H 
22891 Hampshire, George Jay ........ June 29, 1964 Baker, R. H 
22892 Holt, Sidney Seymour ........... June 29, 1964 Baker, R. H 
22893 Stone, John Curtis) 5445. —- _,, June 29, 1964 Baker, R. H. 
22894 ‘Ghomasy Peters Glyn je, «1... os. June 29, 1964 Baker, R. H. 
22895 Trively, Timothy Churchill ...... June 29, 1964 Baker, R. H. 
22896 Woggon, Harry Arthur.......... June 29, 1964 Baker, R. H. 
22897 Nolan, Richard Thomas......... June 1, 1965 Lawrence, F. C. 
22898 Bonting, Sjoerd Lieuwe .. _. Jan. 11, 1964 Creighton, W. F 
Transferred August 10, 1965 : 
22899 Carpenter, George Garrett ....... Jan. 11, 1964 Creighton, W. F. 
22900 Duckworth, Edwin ..:...... ... Jan, 11, 1964 Creighton, W. F. 
22901 Gill, Charles Henry, Jr. ........ Jan. 11, 1964 Creighton, W. F. 
22902 Herzog, Robert Duncan ......... Jan. 11, 1964 Creighton, W. F. 
22903 Krickbaum, Donald William .... Feb. 16, 1964 Richards, D. E. 
for Washington 
22904 Baum, Harold Carleton ..... _.. Jan. 25, 1964 Higley, W. M. 


for Michigan 
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22905 Brook, Robert Charles .......... Jan 
22906 Crandell, Herbert Charles, Jr. ... Feb 
22907 Goodrich, Daniel Hillman, 3rd ..._ Dec 
22908 Sorensen, Robert. Lee my. 22. a. Feb. 
22909 Tomsett, Frank William ......... Oct. 
22910 Trippensee, James Arthur ....... May 
22911 Wollard, Robert Foster ......... Jan. 
22912 Gowing, Michael LeVern ........ Jan 
22913 Green, David’ Edward -........% June 
22914 Lewis; Richard iMoward.s.......... Jan 
22915 McMahon, Charles Windle, Jr. ... Mar 
22916 Menzi, Donaid Wilder .......... Feb. 
22917 Canfill Joseph’ Daryl) eo os..<.0 3. - May 
22918 Brumbaugh, George William ..... Mar 
22919 Ellingson, Walter Cole .......... Mar 
22920 Gilbertson, Gary Raymond ...... May 
22922 Parrish, David LeRoy .......... May 
22923 Sanderson, Joseph Wesley ....... May 
22924 Simmons, Kenneth William ..... May 
22925 Zosel, James Raymond .......... Mar 
22926 Blow; John’ Wright... 2.4 0.54... Feb. 
22927 Harwell, John Hardaway ........ Feb. 
22929 @arroll;-Daniel Wade <.. .5.2:5...; Apr. 
22930 Williams, Frederick Boyd ....... Jan. 
22932 Brown, Milton Fleming, Jr. ...... Jan 
22933 Parham, Alfred Philip .......... 
22935 Jordan, Richard Alan .... 
22936 Kennedy, David Kittle .........; 
22937 Kennedy, Paul Sherbourne 
22938 McArthur, Earl Nicholas, Jr. .... Jan. 
22939 Hagood, Monroe Johnson, 2nd .. Feb. 
22940 Mears*sPaw: Kramer. 5. 1 oc Feb. 
22941 Peck, Jordon Brown, Jr. ........ Feb. 
22942 Barber, Philip Ernest, 3rd .. Aug 
22943 Taber, Kenneth William, 2nd... June 
22944 Carter, Charles Alexander, 3rd .. May 
22945 Remington, David Stansbury .. June 
22946 zumBrunnen, Richard Irvin . June 
22947 Gross, Donald William ... June 
22948 Engelcke, John Paul ...... Jan. 
22949 Glenn, Charles Leslie, Jr. . June 
22950 Nickle, Dyson Venn ..... Jan. 
22952 Kley, Robert William |... Feb. 
22953 Lane, William Benjamin, Jr. June 
22954 Fowler, Thomas Mitchell . . Feb. 
22955 Grant, "John Alexander... June 
22956 Booth, Jonathan Loveall, Jr. June 
X-22958 Pineda, Oscar S. . June 
22959 Albanese, Nicholas ... Mar. 
22960 Kimble, John Raymond . May 
22962 Mason, Gerald William ate Feb. 
22963 Baker, Thomas Wilbur, Jr. June 
22966 Avery, Richard Norman .. Mar. 
22967 Bartholome, Watson Thomas, Jr. . Mar. 
22968 Cox, Walter Stowman ........... Mar. 
22969 ‘Davis? AlbinuP.7it sae Mar. 
22970 Grosso, James Bassett . Mar. 


Date 


26, 


. 24, 
Woy 


> 


24, 





Ordinant 


DeWitt, R. L. 
Emrich, R. S. M. 
Crowley, A. H. 
Crowley, A. H. 
Emrich, R. S. M. 
Pigott, H. G. 
Bishop ot Windward 
Isles 
for Michigan 
Emrich, R. 8. 
Crowley, A. H. 
Emrich, R. S. M. 
DeWitt, R. L. 
Crowley, A. H. 
Blanchard, R. W. 
for Michigan 
Noland, I. B. 
McNairy, P. F. 
McNairy, P. F. 
Kellogg, H. H. 
Kellogg, H. H. 
Kellogg, H. H. 
Kellogg, H. H. 
McNairy, P. F. 
Murray, G. M. 
Murray, G. M. 
Stuart, A. R. 
Creighton, W. F. 
Jones, E. H. 
Jones, Beart: 
Lewis, W. F. 
Kennedy, H. S. 
Richards, D. E. 
for Honolulu 
Jones, E. H. 
Wright, T. H. 
Wright, T. H. 
Wright, T. H. 
Hines, J. E. 
Doll HSL. 
Vander Horst, J. 
DolS HL. 
DOME: by. 
Doll, H. L. 
Kennedy, H. S. 
Burgess, J. M. 
Jones, E. H. 
Minnis, J. S. 
Dot@H-L. 
Hubbard, R. S. 
Doll, H. iT; 
Haden, C. R. 
Reed, D. B. 
for Panama Canal 
Zone 
Richards, D. E. 
Warnecke, F. J. 
Jones, E. H. 
Campbell, W. C. 
Bloy, F. E. I. 
Under Canon 36 
Bloy, F. E. I. 
Bloy, F. E. I. 
Bloy, F. E. I. 
Bloy,’F. E. I. 
Under Canon 36 
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22971 Kline, Harold Emmett .......... Mar. 12, 1964 Bloy, F. E. I. 
22972 Minter, Russell Deane .......... Mar. 12, 1964 Bloy, F. E. I. 
22973 Moore, Robert; Lees. 2. 0 ES. en Mar. 12, 1964 Bloy, F. E. I. 
22974 Searcy, Charles Wesley .......... Mar. 12, 1964 Bloy, F. E. I. 
22975 Stewart, Atwell: so... 5.0 -c bese ees Mar. 12, 1964 Bloy, F. E. I. 
22976 Waldron, Granville Arthur ...... Mar. 12, 1964 Bloy, F. E. I. 
22977 Weidemann, Charles George .... Mar. 12, 1964 Bloy, F. E. I. 
22978 Williams, Douglas Elliott ....... Mar. 12, 1964 Bloy, F. E. I. 

X-22979 Ducet,. Luis biacelats imc screens Jan. 26, 1964 Rickards, D. E. 
P.eceived under 
: Canon 36 
22980 Ballentine, Edgar Swoope, 3rd... Jan. 9, 1964° Vander Horst, J. 
Received Under 
Canon 36 
22981 Danforth, John Claggett ......... Mar. 14, 1964 Cadigan, G, L. 
22985 Eastwood, John Milton ......... July 14, 1966 Kellogg, H. H. 
X-22987 Seelig, Julio Pedro ............. July 5, 1964 Krischke, E. M. 
Transferred April 25, 1965 
22988 Darden, John Webster .......... Mar. 21, 1964 McCrea, T. H. 
22989 Kershaw, George Clayton, 2nd .. Mar. 21, 1964 McCrea, T. H. 
22990 Perrin, Gregory FitzClarence . Mar. 21, 1964 McCrea, T. H. 
22991 Smart, Elton Dennis ....... Mar. 21, 1964 McCrea, T. H. 
22992 Thompson, Fred Arnold . June 24, 1964 McCrea, T. H. 
22993 Neustrom, Willys Edward . Dec. 14, 1964 Rauscher, R. T. 
22994 DeSaix, Pierry Francis .......... Sept. 28, 1964 Henry, M. G. 
X-22996 Altman; Frederick) 0.2... 3... ee May 17, 1964 Richards, D. E. 
22998 Smith, Prim Bayard, Jr. ........ Dec. 19, 1964 Noland, 1. B. 
23000 Browne, Robert Theron ......... May 10, 1964 Hines, af E. 
23001 Henry, Thomas Joseph .......... Sept. 26, 1964 Rath, J. E. 
23002 Gregg, Robert Clark ............ Sept. 21, 1964 Higgins, J. S. 
23005 Achuff, Delbert Leroy, Jr. ...... Mar. 14, 1964 Cadigan. G. L. 
Under Canon 36 
23006 Sugeno; Frank Eiji <2. )..02.+--> May 3, 1964 Goto, D. M. 
Bishop of Tokyo 
for Washington 
23007 Poitier, Marlon Stanley ......... June 22, 1964 Wright, ‘ H 
23008 Clark, Richard Tilton ........... Mar. 15, 1964 Hall, C. F 
Under Canon 36 
23009 Steeg, John Edwin, Jr. .........- Dec. 21, 1964 Craine, J. P. 
23011 Wilson, Henry Haddon ......... Noy. 22, 1964 Bayne, S. F. 
23012 Naegele, John Aloysius, 3rd ..... July 19, 1964 Moody, W. R. 
23016 Gibson, Ronald Antony ......... Dec. 11, 1964 Henry, M. G. 
23018 Pendleton, Dudley Digges ....... June 27, 1964 Banyard, A. L. 
23019 Thomas, John Downey, Sr. ...... June 27, 1964 Banyard, A. L. 
23020 Vanaman, J. Wesley ..........:.- June 27, 1964 Banyard, A. L. 
23021 Selwyn, George Leo ............ Dec. 17, 1964 Gesner, C. H. 
23024 Powell, Robert Chester Spencer June 28, 1964 Claiborne, R. R. 
23026 Cunningham, Bartholomew Joseph Apr. 22, 1964 Minnis, J. S. 
Received under 
Canon 36 
23027 LeBaron, Earle Robert .......... Apr. 22, 1964 Minnis, J. S. 
Under Canon 36 
23033 Scovanner, Daniel Elery ......... June 28, 1964 Blanchard, R. W. 


Under Canon 36 
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29.56 Appendix RECORDER 


BISHOPS CONSECRATED SINCE THE 
LAST RECORDER REPORT 


Coenen eee ee ee eee ee a ee 





Ordination 
No. Name Date Serial Number 
i) fies | SD eee 8 2 oe eee ee a ee ee eae 
1964 
598 Moores Paulyputere camer soe cn aren ces Jan. 25, 1964 17157 
599 Romero, Leonardo y Rivera ........ Mar. 1, 1964 X-19960-B 
600 Saucedo, eMelchOric. Gr. succes ca Mar. 1, 1964 X-16470-A 
601 Rath, George Edward <. 225.00. 052 Mar. 6, 1964 14788 
602 Gole, -Neditd tee as ech aia. ee Apr. 4, 1964 16976 
603 Reed; Dayid=Benson=... ... 0.35... 203 Apr. 25, 1964 17809 
604 Batley, ScOteHieidy se-nw. crs os conte Sept. 21, 1964 15839-S 
605 Myers, Chauncie Kilmer ........... Sept. 29, 1964 15550 
606 Rusack> Robert Claflin’ (0%... scene Sept. 29, 1964 17607 
607 Selway, George Rhys ............... Oct. 1, 1964 13538 
608 Reus-Froylan, Francisco ............ Novy. 30, 1964 15992-S 
1965 
609 *Wong, James Chang Ling ......... Jane 2796S oh = aoe be 
610 Masuda, George Theodore .......... Jan. 14, 1965 15835-S 
611 Richardson, James Milton .......... Feb. 10, 1965 14839-S 
612 Gross; Hal Raymond o>. oa.) 4. > Feb. 26, 1965 16675 
1966 
613 Davidson; William! nc... eats Jan. 6, 1966 16678 
614 Van Duzer, Albert Wiencke Jan. 24, 1966 16552 
615 Gates, William Frederick, Jr. 11. gsept. 9; 1966 14661-S 
616 Barnds, William Paul ...... Sept. 15, 1966 13903-S 
617 Stevenson, Dean Theodore .. Oct. 13, 1966 15553-S 
618 Hall, Robert Bruce ........ eh oe Ot: Dlet 966 17213 
619 Taylor, George Alfred ..........°0S. Dec. 21, 1966 13177-S 
* Received from the jurisdiction of the Archbishop of Canterbury 
DEACONESSES SET APART 
Name By Bishop Date 
WiighGmeanncnesneG unin et tc 7 a.m tne Bloy, F. E. I. June 18, 1964 
Main, Elizabeth Williams ..............<... Montgomery, J. W. June 20, 1964 
awards pe NVINSt ys een in. uaa eer tke Millard, G. R. July 5, 1964 
Chadwick; Helen Cushing iso o008 see ee oe Crowley, A. H. Apr. 27, 1966 


Jackson}, Margaret Maud © 30.0 ein). ee at oe Donegan, H. W. B. Oct. 1, 1966 
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29.58 Appendix 
TRANSFERS 


To OTHER CHURCHES OF THE ANGLICAN COMMUNION 


Name 


Aguiar, Joao Vincente Vieira de =... 3. ..505...% 
Bernhoeft,, Ernst Johannes 6 cieee ees. vs wes 
iBezerra,WJesuside SOUSA. > seca) ce atods eoleaten 
Blank> Albert Opis ward ertocep cok atciia,s.chspaend wesc oa ahe e 
BONtIng pSIOCLOPEICUWEC ence one ane meee 
Bueno; Diamantinosb erreirayns... 2 ssic oc nein s 
Bueno, VosekSilvadow Merwe icc sn ascends sete 
Gabral sGamaliel WespucciOw not... eas cawen ciee 
Gamargo; Wilson Catvelho . 5.0: ..0..<s..gn<++> 
Castro; elmo OV eI awn bes cc «5 sitar ee ae 
Clark, DONAIGEWOlttreals.<:ray os os. 40 SR 
Gordoya, Libero. Venturini =o... Gees 
Costa Octacilio:- Moreira damian. 050 3 cere ee 
Croll, DavideHenryin dence Wie oar eee 
Growther,; Clarence Edward! ..4 cde... 0.) akan 
Daniel, ‘Thomas WAinstOniess cians ao.cres ste she ere 


Danudt, Eurico! Octayiow-6 ta-. b.ccociein.. eee 
Day; John: Robert@ee a... aches noes eee es 
Del Nero; Joses.os axe ere Wa. ee Pt eee Be 
Deslandes;. Euclydesiy ei Se ser rone ee  ee 
Dutra, Honorato Dos Santos .......5......;... 
Ellis; Mac: Allister Scotta: 3 oc. cneh. 1 ttc lace oe 
Ellsworth; JohniGardner tects. ce ai. tee ee Cee 
‘Beldens;sB eon: seeing once rs ee 
Fonseca; Alfredo. Rochasdaa. 5 2.5 os sos 
Getchell,. Philip Armour. cco te oi ee 


Gress Josey Ur rcs hares a ec een ce 
Guedes, Antonio Joaquim Teixeira ............. 
Guimaraes, Eloy Jose Lopes .......... A 
Hallberg, Carlos Getulio ......... 
Hartwig, Adalberto ............. 
Heintz, Richard Canfield .... 
Hill, Joseph Harrison .... 
Isso, Paulo Kioshi ..... 
Ito; Joao Yason= +. 2.5 
JassnickersehTancisCO’ =. gy ot. es eee Oe 
Jones; WilliamvRober@ i. say =. co Eee 
KaintmaySsamuel kKampeil 0.5): 0. soe 
Kaneko, Paulo Yuji ... 
Kaysiilarold Arthur’, | ooo. as5 beacuse. cones 
Kickhofel 7OswaldOiwicc:crctiscncisvtvvercce neyo oe 
Kicemann] Curtive ssi eG oe eee 
Kiléemantniptogolee nice era coon cee eee 
Kratz, Arthur Rodolpho 
Krischke, Egmont Machado ................... 
Krischke, Paulo Jose Duval Da Silva 
EimaxGlauco:Soares.desn ae ere ee ene 
Lindner, Richard Burrus, Jr. 
Loweth, Gerald Philip 
Maraschin, Jaci Correia 









McFarlane, Percival Alan Rex 
Mello, Rurik Cunha de 
Moraes, Sirio Joel de 
Moya, Charles Allen 
Mundy, William Basil 
Neves, Virginio Pereira 


RECORDER 
No. Date 
X-20289a Apr. 25, 1965 
X-16621a Apr. 25, 1965 
X-20394 Apr. 25, 1965 
12398s Apr. 25, 1965 
22898 Aug. 10, 1965 
X-16749a Apr. 25, 1965 
18324 Apr. 25, 1965 
X-12788a-s Apr. 25, 1965 
X-15817e-s Apr. 25, 1965 
X-20780 Apr. 25, 1965 
18117 Aug. 1, 1965 
X-14999a-s Apr. 25, 1965 
14950a-s Apr. 25, 1965 
13069s May 6, 1966 
Rec’d Sept. 15, 1965 
Rec’d Fall—1939* 
*Reported 1966 
X-22113 Apr. 25, 1965 
20974 Apr. 25, 1965 
X-15632a-s Apr. 25, 1965 
X-12784a-s Apr. 25, 1965 
X-17619a Apr. 25, 1965 
Rec’d May 30, 1966 
21420 Apr. 25, 1965 
X-22114 Apr. 25, 1965 
X-20316¢ Apr. 25, 1965 
20975 Apr. 25, 1965 
X-18674b Apr. 25, 1965 
X-15817f-s Apr. 25, 1965 
X-18633a Apr. 25, 1965 
X-23495 Apr. 25, 1965 
X-22591 Apr. 25, 1965 
17339 Apr. 11, 1966 
Rec’d Dec. 22, 1966 
X-13921a-s Apr. 25, 1965 
X-12798a-s Apr. 25, 1965 
X-14749a-s Apr. 25, 1965 
Rec’d May 31, 1966 
X-16749c Apr. 25, 1965 
X-15817a-s Apr. 25, 1965 
Rec’d Sept. 15, 1966 
X-23498 Apr. 25, 1965 
X-17314a Apr. 25, 1965 
X-18674c Apr. 25, 1965 
X-16749d Apr. 25, 1965 
X-13586c-s Apr. 25, 1965 
22115 Apr, 25, 1965 
X-19889a Apr, 25, 1965 
20000 Apr. 25, 1965 
18494 July 15, 1965 
X-18660b Apr. 25, 1965 


X-14999b-s 
21120 
Rec’d 

X-14735a-s 
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TRANSFERS 
To OTHER CHURCHES OF THE ANGLICAN COMMUNION 
Name No, Date 
Olivelras JOA HELGIEAa GG ienic dys csi¥s s. « suet yiotasiere «ate X-20783 Apr, 25, 1965 
Oliveira, Marcal Ramos Lopes de .............. X-15817c-s Apr. 25, 1965 
Olmos, Marlo: Ramires *)cauesurce acs. 00 «Ween aa X-13619a-s Apr. 25, 1965 
Pecks Robert Logan's; Ss. cpstre pss < saleplarerns oes 20757 Feb. 15, 1964 
PCO ACOA CIOL. trnche leas pcre ondv ip meaner ae- > ate 12578 (a)-s Apr. 25, 1965 
Randolph aRoy Beverley ie. ccuwae esse voateuertere «ous 13508s Jane ets, 1995) 
Rasmussen, Rodolpho Centeno ......,........ F 12400s Apr. 25, 1965 
IREISI A OAOVA SSIS ic.ctee a es aldo fs GP2E To ticraataenterenes as X-19483a Apr. 25, 1965 
Robertson; John: Malcolty so) ec .ca3-1 soe precaremeapee as 23550 Aug. 1, 1966 
HU AS SERV ANNOR raved So akes cover ok abla a. ova euakhateneys Al aya X-16749e Apr. 25, 1965 
WVOGTIgUCS: <CIOVIS ELLY hair. ci heuecdv o:+:0 40 aterayeas «Pog > X-21643 Apr. 25, 1965 
ROB UMaAxcTHHANSOM: 25.0 1h trece din ts © a tecrmuses a0 16498 May 7, 1965 
Riz SYCHeVr AlCOD AR elt acfti es parm as!s as X-20316b Apr, 25, 1965 
Santos, Dirson Glenio Caminha Vergara dos ..,. X-20316c Apr. 25, 1965 
Safitos, Gaudencio: Vergara dos {....,,0.0c6.05 X-13297a-s Apr. 25, 1965 
WCMMEIGET SW ELDEL ci. cidy.) die bad.eye ace p phones vos X-21806 Apr. 25, 1965 
CGH OOM COLO? hin cy ckvA rc cicus..!sva palate is 6, ace X-22987 Apr. 25, 1965 
Shecrll samund ARNOX x ccn..jautare- co ngpcberetrne vier 17696 Apr. 25, 1965 
SHimanukig OULENCO! WT, aac. petge.n'co sipeeateae << X-13926c-s Apr. 25, 1965 
Silva, Felisberto Angelico da ........520-.0:+5 X-19931a Apr. 25, 1965 
SilVae Walco sSOLDa (Ga) on 0 aasecia Ge iso euch Monee eee eer X-17331b Apr. 25, 1965 
SUVas Nathamel Duval da 5 onc ce aleia nines + np X-13926d-s Apr. 25, 1965 
SHV AMOGILON As enestinc mien ones Meidaan o ray X-18276a Apr. 25, 1965 
Silva, Paulo Margos Duval da ....... Ge X-22116 Apr. 25, 1965 
Dilvas allow Manges: das nc 5 voc. soutien Ser X-17318a Apr. 25, 1965 
Silveira, Joaquim@Manoell dant A528 - ie, cey. les. X-18191b Apr. 25, 1965 
MMUZU MM AKASL dame t e ts.c ce cee inert tee Fens X-22141 Apr. 25, 1965 
Stinoes. Plinio. | aueta par mind aoa ek Rae Poe X-15817d-s Apr. 25, 1965 
Sree te IOtben a Meira clad caucant slelste Sy omnes oer 18809 Apr. 25, 1965 
Seige A OSEIMNO ce iy ipewewcmcrdewetprre.cverrarsiovaeiay Pagwarexenanacesae X-16749f Apr. 25, 1965 
SFEINE ATISCHMOLJOAOL: selectins ccs en AAs cede X-20781 Apr. 25, 1965 
Stevenson,,. William =Paylor, Jr. 5 c..1apleertes can 18439 Sept. 1, 1964 
Suthers, Derwent Albert... 5 j.a es ageee sas an 19381 Novy. 10, 1966 
BCA ATSUICOUMMIOL nk Pad ty trite ee tse: t0s ug cd ho X-19466a Apr. 25, 1965 
SEXCIRAL SCDASLIAOI LAS auld dented ace « suaenees fesdcat X-22569 Apr. 25, 1965 
PROUXCInASOVV ater DIAS rt. cto) betteke-c 5s proba ee ty X-21644 Apr. 25, 1965 
eR Olt EROMIELOUEC, 0 Ge-<iy citsscte god etr ls! citar peda be acd ony X-13619b-s Apr. 25, 1965 
Wallensis, WOnnsKOENEl! Pye cs.:<-+ daterten edhe ao aee 22294 Apr. 25, 1965 
VanHooser, Jack Boyd .. 20673 Apr. 25, 1965 
Vargas, Andre Pinheiro .. X-18269a Apr. 25, 1965 
Villaca, Raul Filho .... X-20737 Apr. 25, 1965 
Weber, Mario Rohrer ...... es 12305s Apr. 25, 1965 
Wendel, David Deaderick, Jr. ee ee 20883 Apr. 25, 1965 
Winkler, Albino. Alfredo) n.6 ie cscc cee ene women nen X-15817b-s Apr. 25, 1965 
Dili SATITUC ng. fete see tiara losd ce vcatsic’n: oar phaaaMe ety 6 Guess X-19042a Aug. 1, 1965 
iby Estevaopshigenu) 2 ona iiaina aie aeloeieen evra X-14735b-s Apr. 25, 1965 


PSEROINACKs EELECGCTICO ooo ct pic cnce/eie cre divlesertie. = a aes X-18191a Apr. 25, 1965 
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SUSPENSIONS 
Name No. By Bishop Date 
Anderson, Ernest Vincent .......... 16648 Carman, J. W. F. Sept. 10, 1964 
Garruthers, Frank Locke ..2-.....:.4.«. 14449s Mason, C, A. June 11, 1965 
Falk aLouis’ Wahl) 3rd" 0. Sassen. us 22136 Brady, W. H. Jan. 24, 1966 
Fowler) Erancis: Wiley |... c0500-6- + 17606 Quarterman, G. H. Sept. 29, 1966 
Hawley, Edmond George, Jr. ....... 20915 Creighton, W. F. June 16, 1965 
Havydis, "Harry Joseph! canes csc: 16486 Chambers, A. A. Oct. 28, 1964 
HuletiyCharles Alans cc ccas sales sce oss 22308 DeWitt, R. L. July 1, 1964 
Ischie, William Vaughn, Jr. ........ 17674 DeWitt, R. L. Sept. 23, 1965 
Johnson, George Vernon, Jr. ....... 20092 Klein, W. C. July 23, 1964 
Lee; William, Seddon: 2.0 2gc0..s% . 17682 ° Temple, G. Apr. 29, 1964 
Littlewood, William Elliot ......... 18272 Bloyiiky Bad: Jan. 25, 1966 
Marshall, George Baker ........... 18855 Donegan, H. W. B. May 14, 1964 
MiEAWilliamieRobert i... css. ct 18805 Baker, R. H. Jan: 1; 1965 
Miter. James eenry 2. Sucn se 19115 Brady, W. H. Sept. 15, 1965 
Ray; GeorgesIMcNeill Coos. omnes < 18219 Harte, J. M. Oct. 1, 1966 
Ringland, Edmund Myers .......... 14800s Chambers, A. A. Aug. 18, 1964 
Sandiford Edgar ‘Carl =. ea nee catt: 18438 DeWitt, R. L. Oct. 26, 1966 
Sasspab avid REESE... oe eee ess 20887 Donegan, H. W. B. Mar. 2, 1964 
Shaw,,James! Patterson . 2.47 4:... 20241 Wright, W. G. Dec. 28, 1965 
Shipley, Wayne Sanford .. 19194 Chambers, A. A. Sept. 1, 1965 
Shissler, Donald George 22016 Minnis, J. S. Dec. 11, 1966 
Smith> EvigeneVGlass: oo cennrs ceo : 20540 Heistand, J. T. Nov. 29, 1965 
Taliaferro, Albert Achilles ......... 16397 Mason, C., A. Mar. 22, 1965 
Vetters) Richard: Curtis: ie arcce «ac 22139 Brown, A. W. Sept. 16, 1966 





TERMINATIONS OF PREVIOUSLY 
REPORTED SUSPENSIONS 








Name No. By Bishop Date 
Anderson, Ernest Vincent .......... 16648 Carman, J. W. F. Nov. 3, 1964 
Haydis,;tiarrye Joseph) 37 hiecte ss. 16486 Chambers, A. A. Novy. 11, 1966 
Hubbard, Robert Neal ............. 20845 DeWitt, R. L. Oct. 1, 1964 
Littlewood, William Elliot ......... 18272 Bloy, F. E. I. July 25, 1966 
Macombe, Jacques Anthony David .. X-15657a-s Donegan, H.W. B. Nov. 29, 1965 
Range, \Carlebrnest:9..7 soy tis acccevne 13762s DeWolfe, J. P. Jan. 22, 1965 
Sass; DavidhReesewe. ..5 ve aesteke sain 20887 Donegan, H. W. B. Mar. 19, 1965 
Shissler, Donald George ........... 22016 Minnis, J. S. Sept. 1, 1966 
Smith, bugenerGlass Anes yet. 20540 Heistand, J. T. Nov. 1, 1966 
Zabala, Artemio Masweng .......... X-22627 Ogilby, L. C. Noy. 21, 1964 
RESTORATIONS 
Name No. By Bishop Date 
Baublitz, Earl Raymond ........... 20313 DeWitt, R. L. Dece 15, 1965 
Boes;. @harles#Peter essa: - see ects 16188 Pike, J. A. Sept. 20, 1965 
Burke shlarry 7 vayioree eee eee 14210s Ogilby, L. C. Sept. 1, 1964 
BurtonswRObert meet eet sols eens 18885 Carman, J. W. F. May 29, 1966 
Christensent- Jia ber. on ae 16940 Bloy, F. E. I. May 18, 1966 
De Tamble, Forbes Ross ........... 16989 Emrich, R. S. M. June 12, 1966 
Dun} -Ansusy sige ok ewer ee 16046 Pike, J. A. Sept. 20, 1965 
Estornelig; Camilleri. saree. see 11795s Banyard, A. L. Mar. 3, 1965 
MacLeod, Donald Anderson ........ 19524 Banyard, A. L. Sept. 28, 1964 
MacPherson, William Russell ....... 13338s Foote, N. L. Noy. 10, 1966 
Miller: seterbert cousins 12276s Chambers, A. A. July 29, 1965 


Streeter, Millard Gordon ...5...... 18577 Pike, J. A. Mar. 28, 1964 
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DEPOSITIONS 
Name No. By Bishop Date 
Adamek, Charles Joseph)... .54...,.-- 20600 Warnecke, F. J. July 20, 1965 
Armstrong, Geoffrey MacGregor .... 21766 Donegan, H. W. B. Dec. 9, 1964 
Bache-Wiig, Lars Ravn ............ 15993s Kellogg, H. H. Oct. 9, 1964 
Baird, William Randolph .......... 21979 Vander Horst, J. Noy. 2, 1964 
Barnett, Edward Lee, Jr. ........... 21035 Turner, E. C. Oct. 7, 1966 
BelMpAlAN PAU acces 0 vey comune 19236 Stark, L. June 24, 1964 
Bowen) Eemuel” Theron ....::42. 26+ we 20823 Higley, W. M. June 16, 1966 
Brennan, James Henry ............. 21329 Campbell, W. C. Nov. 22, 1965 
Bronson, David Bennet ..5;...:.... 17445 Moody, W. R. Noy. 1, 1965 
Brunner Emod (Laszlo so. age caves. 20820 Pike, J. A. : May 26, 1966 
Bunn, George Strother, 3rd ......... 20277 Marmion, W. H. Nov. 19, 1966 
Carp Clay Bryans J0e eo. sb salicune 20929 Hunter, J. WwW. Feb. 4, 1964 
Catruthers, Frank Locke «3.565 ..05 14449s Mason, o A. Dec. 16, 1965 
Christensen, Paul Edward .......... 22011 Curtis, I. I. June 14, 1966 
Conklin, Ronald Lorton ........... 20356 Banyard, A. L. Mar. 29, 1965 
Dalton, Raymond Quincy .......... 22407 Burrill, - F, Mar. 18, 1966 
Dees, James Parker 17225 Baker, R be Ih Feb. 15, 1964 
De Pue, George, Jr. 23449 Campbell, Wee @, Oct. 12, 1966 
DOUplASS TONN. ee tke tenia rite = 23072 Brown, A. W. Dec. 22, 1966 
Duran, Frank Dion 17403 Burrill, G. F. Dec. 18, 1964 
AIK ECOUIS  WVAI OTC: .hacat vse ne 22136 Brady, W. H. Sept. 24, 1966 
mord, Charles "Edward. cic nee 19635 Craine, J. P. Sept. 29, 1966 
Fowler, Emmet Jack ............... 20965 Harte, J. J. M. May 17, 1965 
Fowler; Francis Wiley ........5 2... 17606 Quarterman, G. H. Dec. 1, 1966 
Prench, Roderick ‘Stuart... 5 02. 20164 Barton, L. W. July 22, 1966 
Garrido, ROpelOUrRioe tc. suo X-22143 Gonzalez-Agiieros, R. Sept. 2, 1964 
Gaskell) (Roy Wee, JT, soon cence 15816 Louttit, H. I. Jan. 23, 1964 
Gatling Larry Benton: 1. sccciou wee 6 21859 Powell, C. Oct. 6, 1965 
Gatza, Gary Allen 45,0420 seer 22506 Sterling, C. W. Noy. 24, 1966 
Gomez, Camberos, Alfonso ........ X-14732a Saucedo, J. G. Oct. 2, 1964 
Gordon; James’ ROy ..556<cs es nae 19558 Gunn, G. P. July 14, 1965 
Rit ties PLATVeNa wcnaners ots «cacti. 17845 Higley, W. M. Noy. 4, 1965 
Hackett, Earle Raymond ..:.:...... 19338 Louttit, H. I. Jan. 28, 1966 
Hanson, Jolni Robert 3)..2....0...-. 20194 Stokes, A. P. Jan. 14, 1965 
Harper, George Emanuel ........... 15623s West, E. H. Nov. 11, 1966 
Hinds, Kenneth Arden Bentley ..... Rec’d Donegan, H. W. B. Mar. 13, 1964 
Ischie, William Vaughn, Jr. ........ 17674 DeWitt, R. L. Mar. 24, 1966 
Johnson, George Vernon, Jr. ....... 20092 Klein, W. C. Jan. 25, 1965 
Jones, Lester Lyndon .............. 19303 Bloy, F. E. I. Nov. 8, 1965 
Keane aihomas tier ete ccc tccmenos 21784 Burrill, G. F. July 28, 1964 
Klein, Howard Frederick .......... 13971s Banyard, A. L. Nov. 30, 1966 
Wea er SLUNC Ns weet e Nbr. Nirah cane 18610 Donegan, H. W. B. Dec. 3, 1965 
LeBaron, Earle Robert ............ 23027 = Minnis, J. S. Sept. 10, 1966 
Tederer, Robert: Edwin ...........- 23898 Walters, S. F. D. May 30, 1966 
Lee, William Seddon .............. 17682 Temple, G. Mar. 17, 1966 
Weightons Jack ee 400. nec. sn ce 22352 Richardson, J. M. Dec. 2, 1966 
Mowe, John Weon) enc. o. crdccwsnee ss 20244 Craine, J. P. Apr. 2, 1964 
MacLeod, Donald Anderson ........ 19524 Banyard, A. L. Jan. 3, 1964 
Magee, Frederick Hugh ............ 21228 Pardue, A. Jan. 28, 1964 
Manes, William Maxwell ........... 20468 Lewis, A. M. Dec. 15, 1964 
Mayo, JamestAlyvin .., o.6 hewn ees 13764s Burroughs, N. M. Nov. 17, 1965 
McFerran, Jack Walter <0. onc ect 19259 Bloy, FEAL Sept. 16, 1964 
Miller, Edward Percival ............ 18426 Quarterman, G. H. Dec. 30, 1965 
Miller, James Henry ............... 19115 Brady, W. H. Mar. 21, 1966 
Nava, Jose Sacramento ............ 17946a Saucedo, J. G. May 30, 1964 
O7 Dells James Lewis) occ oss nee 17206 Hatch, R. McC. Sept. 23, 1964 
Opdenbrow, Albert Van Dover, Jr. .. 20398 Louttit, Het: Sept. 19, 1966 
Ostrander, Leroy Allen ............. 22289 =Cadigan, G. L. Sept. 28, 1965 
Owings; Harry Eyan, Jr... doa 15748s___ Bloy, F. E. I. Nov. 16, 1966 
Pitman, Omar William ............. 20272 Warnecke, F. J. June 15, 1964 
Potter “Guy, Victor,, Jr. 2 .ci5 eons 21165 Warnecke, F. J. Feb. 24, 1965 
Prior, Henry Wolcott, ....2. 426.065: 17744 West, E. H. Mar. 4, 1965 
Pyle, Earl Clarence ....... 0. ns. 0: 22086 Hines, J. E. Apr. 9, 1964 
Range;.Catl Ertiest.. e200 6a be scs ue 13762s Sherman, J. G. Dec. 23, 1966 
IRISIEYs SEENOSE ecg ye ce oe eee are 13210s Stuart. A. R. July 24, 1965 
Robertson, Charles Noble, 3rd ...... 19855 Gray, W. H. Dec. 30, 1964 
Rosiejka, Robert Anthony . Sas 22615 Banyard, A. L. Dec. 13, 1966 


Sancho-Corrales, Manuel Antonio... X-21603 Gonzalez-Agiieros, R. July 1, 1965 
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DEPOSITIONS 
Name No. By Bishop Date 
Shrewsbury, Charles Edward ....... 15648s Carman, J. W. F. Noy. 5, 1965 
Sigman, Louis Anthony ............ 19662 Burrill, G. F. Oct. ~_4,°1965 
Spinks, Benjamin Tolbert .......... 19808 Curtis; Leet; Apr. 29, 1966 
Taliaferro, Albert Achilles ......... 16397 Mason, C. A. Sept. 23, 1965 
Tepsic, Theodore Timothy .......... Rec’d Burrill, G. F. Sept. 16, 1966 
‘Ferry. Donaldplewis' \..5-.- 4. te 19988 Blanchard, R. W. Dec. 18, 1965 
Thompson, Harry Washington ...... 21337 Temple, G. June 22, 1965 
Todd, George William, 3rd ......... 20623 West, E. H. Nov. 11, 1966 
ouellas peters ate. Bbw 20335 Brown, A. W. July 10, 1966 
Vermilye, Clatdius Ira, Jr. .......: 20689 Stuart, A. R. June , 1966 
Walker, Edward Fred Garfield ..... 22175 Donegan, H. W. B. Apr. 27, 1964 
Ward, Roderick Sartwell ........... 19703 Barrett, G. W. Dec. , 1966 
West eugene agar)... 202005 meer 16452 Temple, G. Dec. 15, 1964 
Zonn, Maxwell Matthew ........... X-19917a. Brown, D. H. Feb. 4, 1964 
Lerret. Jamess@randall 404. 420-5, 20044 Cadigan, G. L. Jan. 8, 1963* 


* Instead of 1936-Correction to 1964 report of the recorder 
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N.B.—AIl serial numbers prior to 23034 are ordinations to the Priesthood; others are to 
the Diaconate. An X before a number indicates an ordination in a foreign jurisdiction. 
Bishops’ names are in capitals and their numbers refer to their order of consecration. 
Other section references are: Dep, Deposition; Dss, Deaconesses; Rec, Receptions; Rest, 
Restoration; Susp, Suspension; Term, Terminations of Suspensions; and Tr., Transfers. 


Abbot, R. T., 24138 
Abbott, R., 22773 

Abbott, S. F. J., 24254 
Fees W.R., 2nd, 23777 
Achuff, D. L., Jr. Fs 23005 


Adams, J. D., Jr., 22882 
Adams, S. M., 23106 
Adkins, R. F., Jr., 22831 
Affleck, R. A., 22823 
Agricola, H. W., Jr., 23427 
Aguiar, J. V. V. de, Tr 
Aiken, C. DuV., Jr., 22761 
Alangui, P. B., X-23041 
Albanese, N., 22959 
Albritton, S. R., 23725 
Alden, J. J. W., 23511 
Aldrich, K. D., Jr., 23948 
Alexander, S. G., 23851 
Alexandre, N., 23937 
Allen, C. E., 23222 

Allen, D. E., 23787 
Allen, J. S., 23647 

Allen, P. C., 23263 
Allinder, S. Ww. mes 23582 
Allis, A. P. B., 22771 
Altman, F., 5B 99096 
Alvarez, D. A., 23558 
Ames, D. A., 24201 
Anderheggen, G. C., 24050 
Anderson, E. V., Susp 
Anderson, E. V., Term 
Anderson, G. R., 23380 
Anderson, J. O., 22816 
Anderson, K. E., 23310 
Anderson, L. M., 23502 
Anderson, M. D., 23304 
Anderson, R. G., 23906 
Anderson, V. H., 23115 
Andres, A. F., 23169 
Andrews, D. T., 23949 
Andrus, A. L., 22881 
Annis, C. M. P., 23665 
Ansley, L. K., 24059 
Anthony, J. D., Jr., 23430 
Anthony, R. W., 23690 
Aoki, E. K., 24322 
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APPENDIX 30 


REGISTER OF THE OFFICIAL ACTS 
‘OF THE 
PRESIDING BISHOP 


October 15, 1964—July 31, 1967 


October 15, 1964 — Received notice from Leslie, Archbishop 
of Uganda, of the consecration of Dunstan Kasi Nsubuga, to be 
Assistant Bishop in the Diocese of Namirembe, in the Cathedral 
Church of St. Paul, Namirembe, Kampala, Uganda, on June 7, 
1964. 


October 15, 1964 — Received notice from Leslie, Archbishop 
of Uganda, of the consecration of Silvano Goi Wani to be Assistant 
Bishop in the Diocese of Northern Uganda, in the Cathedral 
Church of St. Paul, Namirembe, Kampala, Uganda, on June 7, 
1964. 


October 15, 1964 — Received notice from Leslie, Archbishop 
of Uganda, of the consecration of Erisa Kabiri Masaba, to be 
Bishop of Mbale, in the Cathedral Church of St. Andrew, Mbale, 
Uganda, on August 23, 1964. 


October 22, 1964 — Received notice of the resignation of the 
Rt. Rev. Arnold M. Lewis as Bishop of Western Kansas, effective 
January 31, 1965 (Canon 43, Section 8 (a)), in order to take 
over the duties of Suffragan Bishop for the Armed Forces. 


October 26, 1964 — Received notice from the Most Rev. the 
Metropolitan of India, Pakistan, Burma, and Ceylon, of the con- 
secration on October 28, 1964, of Charles Wilfred de Soysa as 
Bishop of Colombo, Ceylon, at the Church of St. Michael and 
All Angels, Colombo. 


October 28, 1964 — Appointed Committee for Institution of 
new Presiding Bishop: The Bishop of Washington, Chairman, the 


+ 
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Bishop of Maryland, and the Bishop of Southern Virginia. 


November 16, 1964 — Took. order for the consecration of the 
Very Rev. Francisco Reus-Froylan as Bishop:Coadjutor of Puerto 
Rico by the Presiding Bishop, the Bishop of Puerto Rico, and 
Bishop Boynton, Suffragan Bishop of New York. 


November 30, 1964 — Consecrated the Very Rev. Francisco 
Reus-Froylan as Bishop Coadjutor of Puerto Rico. 


December 5, 1964 — Authorized the Bishop of South Dakota 
to act as the consecrator of the Bishop of North Dakota. 


December 5, 1964 — Took order for the consecration of the 
Rev. George Theodore Masuda as Bishop of North Dakota by the 
Bishop of South Dakota, the Bishop of Wyoming, and the Bishop 
of Montana. 


1965 


January 14, 1965 — Appointed the Rt. Rev. Edward C. Turner 
to oversee the Missionary District of Western Kansas, effective 
February 1, 1965. 


January 14, 1965 — Received notice from the Bishop of the 
Philippines of the installation of the Rt. Rev. James Chang Ling 
Wong as the Bishop of Taiwan, on January 7, 1965, in St. John’s 
Cathedral, Taipei, Taiwan. 


January 18, 1965 — Notified the Secretary of the House of 
Bishops of the resignation of the Rt. Rev. Richard H. Baker as 
Bishop of North Carolina, effective July 8, 1965. 


January 21, 1965 — Took order for the consecration of the 
Very Rev. James Milton Richardson as Bishop of Texas by the 
Presiding Bishop, and the two Suffragan Bishops of Texas. 


February 5, 1965 — Took order for the consecration of the 
Ven. Hal Raymond Gross as Suffragan Bishop of Oregon by the 
Presiding Bishop, the Bishop of Oregon, and the Bishop of 
Northern California. 
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February 10, 1965 — Consecrated the Very Rev. James Milton 
Richardson as Bishop of Texas. 


February 26, 1965 —Consecrated the Ven. Hal Raymond 
Gross as Suffragan Bishop of Oregon. 


March 10, 1965 — Received notice from the Archbishop of 
Central Africa of the consecration of the Rev. Filemon Mataka 
as Bishop of the Diocese of Zambia on September 20, 1964. 


April 20, 1965 — Appointed a Committee to survey the Mis- 
sionary District of Western Kansas, said Committee to report to 
the September 7, 1965, meeting of the House of Bishops. 


April 24, 1965 — Attended the Convocation in Porto Alegre, 
Brazil, at which the autonomy of the Brazilian Church was 
inaugurated. 


April 26, 1965 — Received a majority of consents to the elec- 
tion of the Rt. Rev. James Winchester Montgomery, Suffragan 
Bishop of Chicago, to be Bishop Coadjutor of the Diocese of 
Chicago. 


April 27, 1965 — Notified the Secretary of the House of 
Bishops of the change of status of the Rt. Rev. James Winchester 
Montgomery from Suffragan Bishop of Chicago to Bishop Co- 
adjutor of that Diocese, effective April 27, 1965. 


May 10, 1965 — Received a majority of consents to the resig- 
nation of the Rt. Rev. Albert Ervine Swift as Bishop of the Mis- 
sionary District of Puerto Rico, effective August 1, 1965. Notified 
the Secretary of the House of Bishops of same, 


May 13, 1965 — Received notice from the Anglican Executive 
Officer of the appointment of the Rt. Rev. Tom Greenwood as 
Assistant Bishop of Cariboo, to serve during Bishop Dean’s leave- 
of-absence. 


June 11, 1965—Notified the Secretary of the House of Bishops 
of the change of status of the Rt. Rev. Francisco Reus-Froylan 
from Bishop Coadjutor of the Missionary District of Puerto Rico 
to Bishop of that District, effective August 1, 1965. 
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June 14, 1965 — Appointed the Rey. Cyril Best as Assistant 
to the Suffragan Bishop for the Armed Forces, effective Septem- 
ber 151965: 


July 1, 1965 — Received notice from Leslie, Archbishop of 
Uganda, of the consecration of Yohana Nkunzumwami as Assist- 
ant Bishop in the Diocese of Rwanda and Burundi, in the 
Cathedral Church of Ibuye, Burundi, on June 11, 1965. 


July 1, 1965 — Received notice from Leslie, Archbishop of 
Uganda, of the consecration of Adoniya Sebununguri as Assistant 
Bishop in the Diocese of Rwanda and Burundi, in the Church of 
Emmanuel, Kigeme, Rwanda, on June 6, 1965. 


July 5, 1965 — Notified the Secretary of the House of Bishops 
of the change of status of the Rt. Rev. Thomas A. Fraser, Jr. 
from Bishop Coadjutor of North Carolina to Bishop of that 
Diocese, effective July 8, 1965. 


September 12, 1965 — Received notice of the election of the 
Very Rev. C. Edward Crowther as Bishop of Kimberley and 
Kuruman in the Province of South Africa. 


September 16, 1965 — Appointed the Rt. Rev. Stephen F. 
Bayne, Jr., as Bishop-in-charge of the American Churches in 
Europe for a three-year period beginning September 16, 1965. 


September 16, 1965 — Appointed the following as a delegation 
to attend the inauguration of the new Nigerian Church, December 
11-13, 1965: The Rt. Rev. Stephen F. Bayne, Jr., the Rt. Rev. 
Robert F. Gibson, Jr., the Rev. Dr. Arthur A. Vogel, and the Rev. 
Dr. William Wolf. 


September 17, 1965 — Accepted the resignation of the Very 
Rev. Lawrence Rose as a member of the Overseas Council of 
St. Augustine’s College, Canterbury, and as the Chairman of the 
American Committee on St. Augustine’s College. 


October 29, 1965 — Received notice of the election of Vic.- 
Gen. Joseph Brinkhues as Bishop Coadjutor of the Old Catholic 
Episcopate in Germany, the election having taken place in Stutt- 
gart on October 24, 1965S. 
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November 9, 1965 — Appointed the Rt. Revs. C. E. Bennison 
and Hamilton Kellogg as a committee to confer on jurisdictional 
matters and problems with the Suffragan Bishop for the Armed 
Forces, in accordance with the Resolution adopted by the House 
of Bishops at its September meeting. 


November 29, 1965 — Took order for the consecration of the 
Rev. William Davidson as Bishop of Western Kansas by the 
Presiding Bishop, the Bishop of Northwest Texas, and the Bishop 
of North Dakota. 


November 29, 1965 — Appointed the Rt. Rev. Edward R. 
Welles to represent this Church at the dedication of the new 
Center for Anglican/Roman-Catholic Studies in Trier, Germany, 
in 1966. 


December 1, 1965 — Took order for the consecration of the 
Rev. Canon Albert Wiencke Van Duzer as Suffragan Bishop of 
New Jersey, by the Presiding Bishop, the Bishop of New Jersey, 
and Bishop Sherman, Suffragan Bishop of Long Island. 


December 5, 1965 — Appointed the Rev. Edward I. Swanson 
as Civilian Co-ordinator in the Office of the Suffragan Bishop for 
the Armed Forces, effective February 1, 1966. 


1966 


January 3, 1966 — Received notice from the Rt. Rev. Stephen 
S. Tomusange, Dean of the Province of Uganda, Rwanda and 
Burundi, of the resignation of the Rt. Rev. F. Lutaya as Bishop 
of West Buganda, effective September 20, 1966. 


January 3, 1966 — Received notice from the Rt. Rev. Stephen 
S. Tomusange, Dean of the Province of Uganda, Rwanda and 
Burundi, of the enthronement of the Rt. Rev. Dunstan Nsubuga 
as Bishop of Namirembe, in St. Paul’s Cathedral on November 21, 
1965. 


January 3, 1966 — Received notice from the Rt. Rev. Stephen 
S. Tomusange, Dean of the Province of Uganda, Rwanda and 


30.6 Appendix REGISTER OF OFFICIAL ACTS 


Burundi, of the consecration of the Ven. Asanasiyo Maraka as 
Bishop of Soroti on November 28, 1965. 


January 3, 1966 — Received notice from the Rt. Rev. Stephen 
S. Tomusange, Dean of the Province of Uganda, Rwanda and 
Burundi, of the translation of the Rt. Rev. Stephen Salongo 
Tomusange from Bishop of Soroti to be Bishop of West Buganda, 
effective November 20, 1965. 


January 3, 1966 — Received notice from the Rt. Rev. Stephen 
S. Tomusange, Dean of the Province of Uganda, Rwanda and 
Burundi, of the resignation of the Most Rev. L. W. Brown as 
Bishop of Namirembe. 


January 6, 1966 — Consecrated the Rev. William Davidson as 
Bishop of Western Kansas. 


January 24, 1966—Consecrated the Rev. Canon Albert 
Wiencke Van Duzer as Suffragan Bishop of New Jersey. 


January 24, 1966 — Received notice from the Most Rev. 
Michael H. Yashiro, Presiding Bishop of the Nippon Seikokai, of 
the election of the Rev. Stephen Katsuhiko Iwai, Rector of the 
Yokohama Yamate Church, as Bishop of Yokohama. 


January 31, 1966 — Received notice of the election of the 
Rt. Rev. Joost de Blank as Bishop of the Diocese of Hong Kong. 


February 25, 1966 — Attended the meeting of the Joint Council 
of Philippine Independent Church and the Philippine Episcopal 
Church in Manila, the Philippines. 


March 1, 1966 — Received notice from Leonard, Archbishop 
of East Africa, of the consecration on November 30, 1965, in 
the Church of the Holy Trinity, Morogoro, in Tanzania, of the 
Rev. Gresford Chitemo as Bishop of the newly created Diocese 
of Morogoro, Tanzania, East Africa. 


March 1, 1966 — Received notice from Leonard, Archbishop 
of East Africa, of the consecration on December 21, 1965, of the 
Rev. Evan Agola as Assistant Bishop, acting under the direction 
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of the Rt. Rev. Festo Habakkuk Olang’, Bishop of Maseno, in the 
Cathedral Church of St. Stephen, Kisumu, Kenya. 


March 15, 1966 — Accepted chairmanship of the World Coun- 
cil of Churches’ Division of Inter-Church Aid. 


March 28, 1966 — Received notice from Alan, Lord Bishop 
of Guiana and Archbishop of The West Indies and Metropolitan, 
of the consecration of the Rev. Philip Edward Randolph Elder as 
Suffragan Bishop of Stabroek in the Diocese of Guiana, in the 
Cathedral Church of St. George, Guiana, on February 20, 1966. 


May 4, 1966 — Notified the Secretary of the House of Bishops 
of the change of status of the Rt. Rev. Jonathan Goodhue 
Sherman, from Suffragan Bishop of the Diocese of Long Island 
to Bishop of that Diocese, effective March 19, 1966. 


May 19, 1966 — Notified the Secretary of the House of Bishops 
to change the status, on the roll of the House of Bishops, of the 
Rt. Rev. John Maury Allin from Bishop Coadjutor of the Diocese 
of Mississippi to Bishop of that Diocese, effective May 31, 1966. 


May 31, 1966 — Received notice from the Archbishop of the 
West Indies of the change of name of the Diocese of Guiana to 
the Diocese of Guyana and that the Bishop shall be known as the 
Lord Bishop of Guyana. 


June 7, 1966 — Accepted membership on the Governing Body 
of the Anglican Centre in Rome. 


June 15, 1966 — Accepted Honorary Vice-Presidency of the 
Royal School of Church Music. 


June 21, 1966 — Received notice from Phil S. Lyon, Secretary 
of the Standing Committee of the Diocese of West Missouri, that 
canonical consent for the election of a Suffragan Bishop has been 
received from a majority of Standing Committees and a majority 
of Bishops. 


July 26, 1966 — Took order for the consecration of the Rev. 
William Frederick Gates, Jr., as Suffragan Bishop of Tennessee, 
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by the Presiding Bishop, the Bishop of Tennessee, and the Bishop 
Coadjutor of Tennessee. 


August 1, 1966 — Received notice from the Archbishop of 
East Africa of the appointment of the Rt. Rev. Musa Kahurananga 
to be first Bishop of the Church and See of Western Tanganyika. 


August 24, 1966 — Received notice from the Archbishop of 
Cape Town of the consecration of the Rt. Rev. Philip Welsford 
Richmond Russell as Suffragan Bishop of Cape Town on July 3, 
1966. 


August 25, 1966— Took order for the consecration of the 
Rev. William Paul Barnds, Ph.D., as Suffragan Bishop of the 
Diocese of Dallas, by the Presiding Bishop, the Bishop of Dallas, 
and the Suffragan Bishop of Dallas (McCrea). 


September 9, 1966 — Consecrated the Rev. William Frederick 
Gates, Jr., as Suffragan Bishop of Tennessee. 


September 14, 1966 — Took order for the consecration of the 
Rev. Robert Bruce Hall as Bishop Coadjutor of the Diocese of 
Virginia, by the Presiding Bishop, the Bishop of Virginia, and the 
Bishop of Chicago. 


September 15, 1966 — Consecrated the Rev. Dr. William Paul 
Barnds as Suffragan Bishop of the Diocese of Dallas. 


September 20, 1966 — Took order for the consecration of the 
Ven. Dean Theodore Stevenson as Bishop of Harrisburg, by the 
Presiding Bishop, the Bishop of Harrisburg, and the Bishop of 
Bethlehem. 


September 26, 1966 — Took order for the consecration of the 
Rev. John Harris Burt as Bishop Coadjutor of the Diocese of 
Ohio, by the Presiding Bishop, the Bishop of Ohio, and the retired 
Bishop of Ohio, the Rt. Rev. Beverley D. Tucker. 


October 13, 1966 — Consecrated the Ven. Dean Theodore 
Stevenson as Bishop of the Diocese of Harrisburg. 


October 13, 1966 — Appointed the Rev. L. Bartine Sherman 


REGISTER OF OFFICIAL ACTS Appendix 30.9 


to represent the Presiding Bishop at the consecration of the Rev. 
John Gilbert Hindley Baker as Bishop of Hong Kong. 


October 15, 1966 — Received notice from the Archbishop of 
West Africa of the election of the Ven. Michael Adeniji Osanyin 
as Bishop of Ekiti, Nigeria; and of the Ven. Isaac Gbeke Abiodum 
Jadesimi as Assistant Bishop to the Bishop of Ibadan. 


October 21, 1966 — Consecrated the Rev. Robert Bruce Hall 
as Bishop Coadjutor of the Diocese of Virginia. 


October 28, 1966 — Received notice from the Most Rev. Leon 
Grochowski, Prime Bishop of the Polish National Catholic Church 
of the U.S.A. and Canada, of the consecration of the Rt. Rev. 
Francis Koch, designated as Ordinary of the Diocese of Wroclaw; 
and of the consecration of the Rt. Rev. Thaddeus Richard Majew- 
ski, designated Ordinary of the Warsaw Diocese, in Warsaw, by 
the Most Rev. Leon Grochowski. 


November 23, 1966 — Appointed the Rt. Rev. David B. Reed 
as Bishop-in-Charge of the newly-created Missionary District of 
Ecuador. 


November 28, 1966 — Took order for the consecration of the 
Rev. George Alfred Taylor as Bishop of Easton, by the Presiding 
Bishop, the Bishop of Easton, and the retired Bishop of Delaware, 
the Rt. Rev. Arthur R. McKinstry. 


December 1, 1966 — Notified all Primates of the Anglican 
Communion of the creation of the Missionary District of Ecuador. 


December 1, 1966—Notified the Metropolitans of the Anglican 
Communion of the setting apart of the Missionary District of Cuba 
as an autonomous Diocese within the Anglican Communion under 
a Metropolitan Council. 


December 21, 1966 — Consecrated the Rev. George Alfred 
Taylor as Bishop of Easton. 


December 27, 1966 — Notified the Secretary of the House of 
Bishops to change, on the roll of the House of Bishops, the status 
of the Rt. Rev. Chauncie Kilmer Myers from Suffragan Bishop of 
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the Diocese of Michigan to Bishop of the Diocese of California, 
effective December 27, 1966. 


1967 


January 3, 1967 —vNotified the Secretary of the House of 
Bishops to change, on the roll of the House of Bishops, the status 
of the Rt. Rev. Benito Cabanban Cabanban from Suffragan Bishop 
of the Missionary District of the Philippines to Bishop Coadjutor 
of the Missionary District of the Philippines, effective January 3, 
1967. 


January 3, 1967 — Notified the Secretary of the House of 
Bishops to change, on the roll of the House of Bishops, the status 
of the Rt. Rev. Lyman Cunningham Ogilby from Bishop of the 
Missionary District of the Philippines to Bishop Coadjutor of the 
Missionary District of South Dakota, effective May 1, 1967. 


January 3, 1967 — Took order for the consecration of the 
Ven. Richard Beamon Martin as Suffragan Bishop of the Diocese 
of Long Island, by the Presiding Bishop, the Bishop of New York, 
and the Bishop of Long Island. 


January 10, 1967 — Appointed a Special Advisory Committee 
to the Presiding Bishop. 


January 13, 1967 — Appointed a Committee on a Council of 
Renewal. 


February 1, 1967—Received notice from the Most Rev. George 
Appleton, Archbishop and Metropolitan of the Province of West 
Australia, of the consecration, on November 13, 1965, of the 
Rev. Howell Arthur John Witt as Bishop of the Diocese of North 
West Australia, in the Cathedral Church of the Holy Cross in 
Geraldton. 


February 2, 1967 —Consecrated the Ven. Richard Beamon 
Martin as Suffragan Bishop of the Diocese of Long Island. 


February 3, 1967 — Appointed a Committee on the Deploy- 
ment of Clergy. 
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February 4, 1967 — Consecrated the Rev. Dr. John Harris Burt 
as Bishop Coadjutor of the Diocese of Ohio. 


February 27, 1967 — Took order for the consecration of the 
Rev. Robert Rae Spears, Jr., as Suffragan Bishop of West Mis- 
souri, by the Presiding Bishop, the Bishop of New York, and the 
Bishop of West Missouri. 


March 7, 1967 — Took order for the consecration of the Rev. 
John Raymond Wyatt as Bishop of Spokane, by the Presiding 
Bishop, the Bishop of Arizona, and the Bishop of California. 


March 30, 1967—Appointed the Rt. Rev. John Seville Higgins, 
Bishop of Rhode Island, to represent the Presiding Bishop at the 
consecration, in Lisbon, on May 25, 1967, of the Rev. Daniel 
de Pina Cabral as Assistant Bishop of Lebombo in the Lusitanian 
Church. 


March 30, 1967—Appointed the Rt. Rev. John Seville Higgins, 
Bishop of Rhode Island, to represent the Presiding Bishop at the 
consecration, in Madrid, on May 28, 1967, of the Rev. Ramon 
Taibo as Bishop of the Spanish Reformed Church. 


April 3, 1967 — Took order for the consecration of the Rev. 
William Moultrie Moore, Jr., as Suffragan Bishop of North 
Carolina, by the Bishop of Georgia, the Bishop of North Carolina, 
and the retired Bishop of North Carolina, the Rt. Rev. Richard H. 
Baker. 


April 5, 1967 — Authorized the Bishop of Georgia to act as 
the consecrator of the Suffragan Bishop of North Carolina. 


May 2, 1967 — Received notice from the Archbishop of 
Uganda, Rwanda and Burundi of the consecration of the Rev. 
Richard Edward Lyth as Bishop of Kigezi and of the Rev. Yona- 
sani Rwakaikara as Assistant Bishop in the Diocese of Ruwenzori, 
on January 8, 1967, in the Cathedral Church of St. Paul, Nami- 
rembe, Kampala, Uganda. 


May 2, 1967—Received notice from the Archbishop of Uganda 
of the division of the Diocese of Rwanda and Burundi into the 


+ 
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Diocese of Rwanda and the Diocese of Burundi, effective March 5, 
1966. 


May 2, 1967— Received notice from the Archbishop of 
Uganda, Rwanda and Burundi that on January 22, 1967, the 
Diocese of Ankole-Kigezi was divided into the Diocese of Ankole 
(the Rt. Rev. Kosiya Shalita, Bishop) and the Diocese of Kigezi 
(the Rt. Rev. Richard Edward Lyth, Bishop). 


May 2, 1967 — Consecrated the Rev. John Raymond Wyatt 
as Bishop of Spokane. 


May 15, 1967 — Consecrated the Rev. Robert Rae Spears, Jr., 
as Suffragan Bishop of West Missouri. 


May 19, 1967 — Took order for the consecration of the Rev. 
Canon Milton LeGrand Wood, Jr., as Suffragan Bishop of Atlanta, 
by the Presiding Bishop, the Bishop of Alabama, and the Bishop 
of Atlanta. 


June 15, 1967 — Received notice from the Bishop of Chicago 
that the Rev. Malcolm Davis Thompson had been transferred to 
the list of the Secretary of the House of Bishops, effective June 13, 
1967. 


June 29, 1967 — Consecrated the Rev. Canon Milton LeGrand 
Wood, Jr., as Suffragan Bishop of Atlanta. 


June 19, 1967 — Received notice from the Most Rev. Howard 
Hewlett Clark, Primate of the Anglican Church of Canada, that 
the Metropolitan Council for the Episcopal Diocese of Cuba on 
February 4, 1967, had given its consent to the election by the 
Convocation of that Diocese of the Very Rev. José Augustin 
Gonzalez-Martinez, who was duly consecrated on February 5, 
1967, by Archbishop Clark, the Rt. Rev. Melchor Saucedo- 
Mendoza and the Rt. Rev. John Cyril Emerson Swaby, as Bishop 
of the Episcopal Diocese of Cuba. 


July 26, 1967 — Appointed the Rt. Rev. Scott Field Bailey as 
acting Secretary of the House of Bishops, and the Rev. Canon 
Charles M. Guilbert as acting Registrar of the General Convention. 
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APPENDIX 31 


A STATEMENT ABOUT STEWARDSHIP 


(At its meeting of February 8-10, 1966, the Executive Council 
authorized and requested the Presiding Bishop to appoint a Special 
Committee, composed of Members of the Council, “to consider a 
program of Stewardship and the relation of Stewardship to the pro- 
posed Partnership Plan, for presentation to the whole Church”. 

In its first report to the Council, in June of 1966, the Committee 
expressed its conviction that an absolute pre-requisite to any 
Church-wide program of Stewardship was “a clear statement of the 
theological basis for Stewardship”, which should be “generally ac- 
cepted by the leaders of the Church”. Such a statement was drafted 
by the Committee and presented to the House of Bishops at its 
Special Meeting of October 23-27, 1966, in Wheeling, West Vir- 
ginia. The House of Bishops adopted the statement. 

The Council, at its meeting of May 16-18, 1967, requested the 
Secretary of the Convention to make the Position Paper entitled, 
“A Statement About Stewardship”, known to the Bishops and 
Deputies, so that it might be adopted by the General Convention. ) 


What It Is And Is Not 


A brief description of Stewardship might run as follows: Steward- 
ship is the offering a human being makes of himself—his time, his 
abilities and opportunities, his resources—in free and thankful 
obedience to God. God gives us our existence and all that goes with 
it, in an act of love and for the sake of love, to the end that we shall 
respond to Him as Christ-like children. Our response, our offering, 
is to grow up in Him and work with Him, using all the gifts He has 
given us, that we may follow Jesus and that the world may know 
Jesus as Lord and Saviour. 

It is easy to speak of what Stewardship does not mean. It does 
not mean a ministry of money alone, although our money is an 
essential means the steward uses. It is not satisfied by the allocation 
of any fixed proportion of our resources to God, no matter how 
generous that proportion may be. It is not a bargain struck with 
God in order to insure His acceptance of us. It does not mean a kind 
of lordly alliance with God. 
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House-Management 


The word itself is a translation into Biblical English of a Greek 
combination-word which means “the management of a house”. The 
root word “house” belongs to the main-stream of the Old Testament 
as well as the New. When the people of the Old Testament called 
themselves the “house of Israel’, for instance, they meant to say far 
more than merely suggest an image of a dwelling. The “house” was 
the wide family of God’s people—related sometimes by blood or 
name, but always by common loyalty, common fortune, common 
service, common hope—interdependent, with an identity. of their 
own over against the wide world, standing for a faith given them in 
trust, committed to a fulfillment yet to come. It was God’s house; 
it was the gift and act of God; He held title to it; He gave and He 
could take away the right to belong to it; He could cleanse and 
reconcile those lost to it by His judgment or man’s failure. 

The management of that house is what is signified in the Bible’s 
word “Stewardship”. To stewards was entrusted the responsibility of 
administering what was important to the household, and even more 
important and precious to the owner. It was required of stewards, 
as St. Paul says, that they be found faithful—not only in narrow 
watchfulness lest they be caught napping, but in mature, responsible, 
productive service as the representatives of the master. This meant, 
as another use of the word suggests, that they understood and 
steadfastly shared the purposes of the master. 


House-Building 


Yet one more flash of meaning lights our way. When we speak, 
in the homely Bible English, of being “edified”, we mean to describe 
how Christians should grow in their religion, develop in discipleship, 
deepen in faith. The root word again is “house”—it is “house- 
building’ which finds its translation as “edification”. When, in J St. 
Peter, Christians are called “living stones built up as a spiritual 
house, an holy priesthood, to offer up spiritual sacrifices”, the 
Epistle is describing a cardinal aspect of Stewardship. It is the work 
of the steward to become what he is, to increase in what he gives 
away, to deepen his hold on what is entrusted to him to minister to 
others. 


Corporate Treasure 


Thus, to speak of Stewardship signifies at least these marks of 
faithful discipleship: First, the framework of Stewardship is never 
merely that of an individual, alone, dealing with God. It is that of 
an individual within community, of thé individual as a member of a 
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community. What the individual ministers is the corporate treasure 
of this community, known to us in St. Paul’s phrase as the “house- 
hold of God”. Thus, Stewardship inescapably has a corporate bear- 
ing and responsibility in its very root, not as something added to 
it later on. 


All of Life 


Second, Stewardship implies the totality of God’s gift, not merely 
some part of it. The house within which the Christian lives is not 
merely that of his religious concerns or his “tithe”. It is his whole 
existence—his life itself, his gifts, his choices, his good or evil 
fortune, the resources which are given to him, his marriage, his 
family, his friends, his job. All these gifts, all of them conditioned 
by the society within which he lives, are entrusted to him by their 
real owner. And the owner, God, the Householder, retains the right 
to call for an accounting of this Stewardship. 

We cannot fail to remember the Parable of the Talents, which is 
our controlling teaching about this, with its sobering reminder of 
the fearful, faithless steward who only buried his talent until it 
should be reclaimed. But we should add to that the memory of the 
Laborers in the Vineyard. Both parables teach of the initiative of 
God in giving His gifts; both teach thaf in the end the Master is 
doing what He wills to do with his own. Yet the purpose of the 
Master is good. 


Obedience 


Third, therefore, Stewardship demands faithfulness to the Divine 
purpose which runs all through the management of the household’s 
affairs. Our management of our resources, as Christians, is an obe- 
dience, given by free, mortal men and women, to what we can 
discern of the purposes of the Master. But they’ are His purposes, 
not ours. Our Stewardship is always spoken of, rightly, as an 
“obedience”. Indeed, this is buttressed in the history of the word 
itself by the fact that the steward of the household, in many cultures, 
was a Slave. Slavery did not then especially denote a degraded status; 
our Lord was not degraded by being the Servant we love; but it 
clearly denotes the sense of loyal, faithful dependency which belongs 
in all true Stewardship. 


Living Stones 


Fourth, as I St. Peter so clearly teaches, the house is not finished. 
Those who belong to it are living stones, growing toward an end 
which is not yet accomplished. We are stewards of that which is to 
come, most centrally of the triumphant Lord who is to come. In 
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the meantime, we patiently abide as living stones, growing up in our 
understanding of the faith and in our ability to witness for it. 


For Others 


Fifth, our Stewardship is in this world—to Christ, as well as 
through Him, in this world. The Christian is called, in this world, to 
minister to God’s family caught in the elemental problem of poverty, 
even famine. Despite the fact that developing technical skills now 
make possible adequate food for all mankind, so long scarred by 
hunger, hunger still imprisons free spirits. And Christ dwells in them. 
“I was an hungred, and ye gave me meat: I was thirsty, and ye 
gave me drink.” We have a Stewardship to Him. 


Christ the Steward 


Sixth, Christ is the Steward; and it is He who guides and fulfills 
our Stewardship. His Stewardship of the gift and will of the Father 
is as complete and all-encompassing as flesh and blood could give. 
He is the cornerstone on which the living house is being built, in us 
and among us. He is the servant who faithfully administers what is 
given Him—the mission of the Messiah, the truth about humanity. 
Thus all Stewardship, for Christians, is in Christ and by Him, as 
well as for Him. It is His priesthood which we share, in the orderly 
offering we make of all that we are and have. Therefore, Steward- 
ship is not only a corporate obedience and offering but also an 
anonymous one. The only perfect offering is Christ’s; we do not 
presume to stand apart from Him; we join in His offering as we do 
in the Eucharist; our offering is lifted by Him to the Father’s throne; 
and we may not claim the proud, childish satisfaction of bargaining, 
ourselves, with the Father. 

The Pharisee (in the Parable of the Pharisee and the Publican) 
did not know this. He thought he could justify himself, make his 
own arrangement with God, call God’s attention to his accomplish- 
ments. The Publican knew only that health and salvation must come 
to him from somebody else; he could only ask for mercy on his 
imperfect offering. So it is ever with stewards. We may not know 
the worth of what we offer, in God’s eyes. We may not understand 
the use He will make of what is entrusted to us to minister. But this 
does not matter. It is our commitment which matters, our will to 
deal responsibly and faithfully with what God has given us, our 
loyal, rock-like dependability as people called to become, in Christ’s 
following and image, what the children of God should become. He 
has given us what we need; He will do all the judging that needs 
doing; it is enough for us to grasp with thankful wonder the unbe- 
lievable trust He puts in us, and the incredible hope of glory which 
blazes across the steward’s path. 
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APPENDIX 32 


REPORT OF THE 
COMMITTEE ON THE STATE OF THE CHURCH 


1964 CONCERNS IN 1967 


The Report of the Committee on the State of the Church to the 
1964 General Convention focused on three particular areas— 
growth, clergy deployment, and financial statistics. At this time, it 
is appropriate for the retiring Committee to report what has hap- 
pened in these areas in the following two years. 


Growth 

In the period 1963-1965, the baptized membership of the Church 
increased by 2.3%. This compares favorably with the 0.2% in- 
crease in the preceding triennium. The increases in the First, 
Fourth, Fifth, Seventh, and Eighth Provinces were above the na- 
tional rate. Only the Second Province showed a decrease. 

However, during the same period, the ratio of average Sunday 
church attendance to baptized membership showed a decrease, this 
being true in all Provinces. 

In the period 1963-1965, there was a 3.5% decrease in the num- 
ber of children enrolled in Sunday Church Schools and a decrease 
of 1.3% in the number of adult students. At the same time, there 
was a 1.8% increase in the number of teachers. 

The growth of parish day-schools continues. For the eight domes- 
tic Provinces, the number of students enrolled increased by 25.4% 
in the period 1963-1965. Only six domestic Dioceses or Missionary 
Districts reported no parish day-schools in 1965. Of the 51,251 
pupils enrolled in 1965, 61.9% were in nursery schools and kinder- 
gartens; 36.0% in grades 1 to 8; and 2.1% in high schools. More 
than 26 Dioceses or Missionary Districts in each year had no 
schools above the nursery and kindergarten levels. 

Clergy Deployment 

Of the 10,766 clergymen, inclusive of Bishops, listed as of Janu- 
ary 1, 1966, 1,155 were retired. Those in the parochial ministry 
totalled 7,342, and there were 180 overseas Missionaries. Of those 
in non-parochial work, 122 were military chaplains; 145, college or 
university chaplains; 135, hospital or institutional chaplains. There 
were 400 clergymen teaching in seminaries, colleges, or schools 
below the college level, while 68 were engaged in full-time graduate 
study. Serving as executive and administrative Officers on the na- 
tional level were 67 clergymen; on the diocesan level, 180 were so 
employed. Those engaged in non-parochial work, which includes 
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the categories mentioned above, comprise only 15% of the total 
clergy, and only 2.3% are employed in administrative posts. There 
are included in the non-parochial total 277 perpetual deacons and 
356 priests whose present occupations are unknown. 


Financial Statistics 
With regard to finances, the total receipts per communicant in- 
creased from $96.47 in 1963 to $103.90 in 1965. The ratio of 
extra-parochial expenditure to total receipts has gone from 13.3% 
to 14.4%. Total parish receipts increased from $209,314,556.00 in 
1963 to $232,731,174.00 in 1965. 


PAROCHIAL REPORT FORM 


During the period since the last General Convention, a small 
sub-committee of this Committee has met at least annually to review 
the statistics derived from the annual parochial reports. These meet- 
ings, attended by representatives of the Division of Research and 
Field Study of the Executive Council, have considered possible 
modifications in the parochial-report form for the coming triennium. 
Generally speaking, the existing parochial report, together with the 
use of data-processing equipment at the national level, has produced 
more reliable statistics more promptly than has previously been the 
case. No major change in the form is contemplated for the coming 
triennium, although there will be some changes in arrangement, in 
the interest of clarification. 

The Committee expresses its appreciation for the assistance of 
the Division of Research and Field Study, which is now undertaking 
work in the statistical analysis of the life of the Church. This type of 
trend-analysis is not only new to this Church, but is proving of sig- 
nificant value. 

Financial Accounting 


In the area of finance, the Department of Finance of the Execu- 
tive Council has developed a standard system of accounting proce- 
dures for Dioceses and Missionary Districts. Acceptance of this 
system throughout the Church would be productive of a uniformity 
of accounting that would not only result in effective financial ad- 
ministration but would provide a sounder statistical base. Your 
Committee recommends adoption of the following Resolution: 


Resolution #1 
Resolved, the House of Bishops concurring, That the Dio- 
ceses and Missionary Districts be urged to adopt for use within 
their respective jurisdictions the uniform system of accounting 
procedures developed by the Department of Finance of the 
Executive Council, pursuant to Canon 4, Section 6(e). 
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DIOCESAN SUMMARIES OF STATISTICS 


Because of the present form of the parochial report and the re- 
quirement that one copy be sent direct to the Executive Council, it 
is possible to eliminate the canonical requirement that each Diocese 
and Missionary District send a summary of the parochial reports of 
its constituent congregations to the Secretary of the House of 
Deputies and the Executive Council. However, in order to provide 
a reasonable closing date for the receipt by the Executive Council 
of copies of individual parochial reports, it is suggested that the 
canons be amended to require of the Dioceses and Missionary Dis- 
tricts that they forward such copies by March Ist. These changes 
will enable a prompt compilation of national statistics and yet re- 
lieve the jurisdictions of the preparation of a summary. 


The following amendments to the Canons are suggested: 


Resolution #2 


Resolved, the House of Bishops concurring, That the second 
sentence of Canon 5, Sec. 1, be, and the same is hereby, 
amended by adding to the end thereof the words, “not later 
than March 1st’; so that the sentence as amended would read 
as follows: 


The Bishop or the Secretary, as the case may be, shall 
send the duplicate copy to the Executive Council not 
later than March Ist. 


Resolution #3 


Resolved, the House of Bishops concurring, That Canon 5 
be amended by the adoption of a new Section, to be numbered 
Section 2; said Section to read as follows: 


Sec. 2. Likewise, a report of every Diocese and Mis- 
sionary District, and of the Convocation of American 
Churches in Europe, shall be prepared annually for the 
year ending December 31st preceding, upon the blank 
form prepared by the Executive Council and approved by 
the Committee on the State of the Church, and shall be 
sent, not later than February Ist, to the Executive Coun- 
cil. The report shall include statistical information con- 
cerning the parishes and missions of the Diocese or 
Missionary District, the clergy and other ministries, and 
the institutions in any way connected with said Diocese 
or Missionary District; together with the financial infor- 
mation required by Canon 4, Section 6(e). 


32.4 Appendix STATE OF THE CHURCH 


Resolution +4 


Resolved, the House of Bishops concurring, That Section 2 
of Canon 5 be re-numbered Section 3, and that ‘said Section be 
amended so as to read as follows: 


Sec. 3(a). It shall be the duty of the Secretary of the 
Convention of every Diocese, and of the Convocation of 
every Missionary District and of the American Churches 
in Europe, to forward to the Secretary of the House of 
Deputies, immediately upon publication, five copies of 
the Journals of the Convention of the Diocese or Convo- 
cation of the Missionary District or of the American 
Churches in Europe; together with episcopal charges, 
statements, and such other papers as may show the state 
of the Church in his Diocese, or Missionary District, or 
Convocation. 


(b). A Committee of the House of Deputies shall be 
appointed following the close of each General Conven- 
tion, to serve ad interim, and to prepare and present to 
the next meeting of the House of Deputies a report on 
the State of the Church; which report, when agreed to by 
the said House, shall be sent to the House of Bishops. 
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STATISTICS FOR THE TRIENNIUM 
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STATISTICS FOR THE TRIENNIUM 
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STATISTICS FOR THE TRIENNIUM 
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STATISTICS FOR THE TRIENNIUM 
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STRUCTURE Appendix 33.1 
APPENDIX 33 


REPORT OF THE JOINT COMMISSION ON 
STRUCTURE OF THE GENERAL CONVENTION 
AND PROVINCES 


I. THE TASK 


The Episcopal Church is governed by a Constitution, stating 
general principles, and by a body of Canon Law, which applies the 
principles to its Faith, its Order, and its corporate life. 


While many changes have been made in the work of the original 
authors of 1789—many of whom were also framers of the Constitu- 
tion of the United States—the changes are but the evidence that 
successive General Conventions have sought to match the Church’s 
functions with the responsibilities of changing times. 


The Constitution assigns to the General Convention the supreme 
legislative authority in the Church’s life. It is both the creature of 
its own past, and the creator of its own future. Organized in two 
houses, Bishops on the one hand, priests and laymen on the other, 
participate in that legislative authority. The Convention is also a 
body whose members are drawn from every jurisdiction in the 
Church. Ideally, then, it should reflect the will of the whole Church, 
act for the whole Church, and speak to the whole Church. 


The fulfilling of these responsibilities is important, complex, and 
time-consuming. To simplify some of the complexities and shorten 
the time necessary for an adequate meeting of the General Con- 
vention is the task entrusted to this Joint Commission on Structure 
of the General Convention and Provinces. The Commission feels 
very strongly that the purpose of the General Convention is big 
enough to demand the maximum attention of those attending. There- 
fore, it believes that every activity of the General Convention should 
be clearly in keeping with its responsibilities, and that those which 
are not should be eliminated. Also, since all official bodies of the 
Church derive their functions and authority from the General Con- 
vention, they should act in conformity with the intent of the 
General Convention when considering the scheduling of activities at 
the time of General Convention. 


With each successive triennium since this Commission (or its 
predecessors) was authorized, it has become increasingly clear 
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that it cannot consider the structure of the General Convention, and 
make suggestions for its improvement, apart from the total corpo- 
rate structure of the Church. The General Convention does not 
exist in a vacuum—ten days of feverish activity followed by three 
years of suspended animation. Rather, it is related to the real life of 
the Church as it goes on between Conventions. In this light, it has 
become abundantly clear to this Commission that there is a des- 
perate need for a complete over-haul of the total structure of the 
Church, if it is to do the job required of the living Body of Christ 
in this age. 


It is naive to believe that changes in the structure of the General 
Convention and Provinces will work any miracles, apart from the 
corporate will to make them work, and mere tinkering with the struc- 
ture every three years will not do. The Convention is at the heart 
of the Church’s corporate life, but there is much more involved 
than the Convention alone. Indeed, this Commission sees three areas 
where the structure of the Episcopal Church needs drastic revision, 
in keeping with these times and with the essential genius of our past. 


The General Convention Itself 


The Commission’s instructions were to suggest such changes in 
the Constitution and Canons as would make the General Convention 
a more effective and efficient legislative body. 


Suggestions adopted in 1964, such as the election of a President 
and Vice-President for the succeeding Convention, the consequent 
possibility of early appointment of Committees, the order to arrange 
a “working Convention” of fewer legislative days, and other reforms 
possible within the present Canons, will meet their first test in this 
62nd Convention. The Commission hopes they will pass that test 
adequately. 


Yet, these are only the beginning of a more thorough re- 
structuring which is under study. Some would advocate an annual 
or a biennial meeting, of shorter duration, as a means of keeping 
the Church more nearly abreast of rapidly changing times. Desirable 
as this might be, it would require a complete revision and simpli- 
fication of many of our traditional procedures and should not be 
attempted otherwise. Some members of this Commission think that 
more frequent meetings are desirable, but all agree that much more 


thought must precede the change than has been possible during this 
past triennium. 
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The sentiment for proportional representation appears to be get- 
ting stronger throughout the Church. It can be easily achieved 
through a simple amendment of the Canons. But, as with re- 
apportionment in the Congress of the United States, any plan 
requires a great deal of grace and unselfishness on the part of most 
of the Church. 


There is no perfectly equitable scheme for proportional repre- 
sentation. All that the Commission is prepared to suggest is a move 
in the direction of establishing some reasonable ratio between com- 
municant strength and representation in the House of Deputies. 
The Commission recommends the adoption of a proposal on that 
subject. 


The Commission has also given much thought to the work of the 
Standing Committees in both Houses of Convention and the great 
need that exists for better communication bétween parallel Commit- 
tees. The Presiding Bishop and the President of the House of 
Deputies have accepted the suggestion that informal meetings of 
important Committees of both Houses be held before Convention 
convenes, and that consultation between cognate Committees be 
continued throughout the meeting. 


The Joint Commissions and Committees established by the Gen- 
eral Convention to work on specific matters between Conventions 
often find themselves working in a vacuum, without any knowledge 
about what goes on in other groups that may have related interests. 
Even worse, the Church at large seldom knows what progress the 
Commissions and Committees are making in their work. Some 
means must be found for better cross-communication and for 
giving interested Churchmen notice of meetings and subjects to be 
discussed. Each Commission or Committee should arrange for pub- 
lication of regular progress-reports in the Church press and make it 
clear that interested Churchmen are free to communicate their ideas 
to the chairman. 


The Executive Function 


There should be a much clearer understanding of the relationship 
between the legislative authority of the General Convention and 
that of the Executive Council, with regard to the origination of new 
programs and modifications of old ones. There is a subtle suspicion 
of “bureaucracy” at 815 Second Avenue, evidenced by the “we” 
and “they” attitude of many Churchmen. The Executive Council is 
the Church’s servant, but the Commission suspects that it might 
serve better if Churchmen remembered that “they” are also “we”. 
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The function of the General Convention is, certainly, to weigh pro- 
posals for programs in the light of experience at the “grass roots”, 
but, while the General Convention may authenticate program, the 
best thinking and freedom of action of the Executive Council should 
not be inhibited. ; 


Part of the problem is that, like Topsy, the executive branch of 
the Church has grown without any over-all thought as to its rela- 
tionship, either to the legislative function of the General Convention, 
or to the Dioceses. 


For example, to the office of Presiding Bishop there has been 
assigned a potpourri of duties which make it difficult for him to be 
an executive head, or a chief pastor, or anything other than a much 
over-worked man. The Church in the past has not thought through 
this all-important office, but has simply added to it, from time to 
time, a multitude of diverse duties. The Commission is pleased to 
learn, however, that the Mutual Responsibility Commission will pre- 
sent specific proposals on this subject. 


Similar problems arise with regard to the Executive Council,— 
its composition, method of election, and functions. Some believe 
that the Council should be chosen entirely by the Provinces, in order 
to represent the “grass roots”. Others feel that there should be a 
General Standing Committee, similar to those in the Dioceses, to 
serve as a check and balance on executive action. The Commission 
has reached no conclusions on these and many other matters, but 
notes them here as worthy of consideration in the long view. 


The Judicial System 


Some people in the Church are disturbed at the total lack of a 
supreme judicial body competent to interpret the Constitution and 
Canon Law. In practice, this function is now exercised by the Gen- 
eral Convention Committees on Amendments to the Constitution 
and Canons, or the rulings of the Chairs, or the editors of the 
Annotated Constitution and Canons. Final authority resides in the 
General Convention, which is actually a legislative body. 


The Task Ahead 


It should, then, be quite clear from this report that the structure 
of the General Convention raises much larger questions than were 
assigned specifically to the Joint Commission. There are problems 
here which cannot be solved by any group of clergymen and laymen 
working for several sessions in a three-year period. Therefore, it is 
our firm and unanimous conviction that action should be taken, and 
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funds provided, for expert and competent study of the whole struc- 
ture of the Church, in order that it may conduct the Lord’s business 
with something of the wisdom with which the “children of this 
world” conduct theirs. 


Let us strive to resist any tendency to seek refuge, and even 
relief, in the futile exercise of “examining all sides” of these ques- 
tions, as an end in itself. Rather, let us keep our attention firmly 
fixed on the over-riding goal of making this Church a fit tool for 
our Lord’s work in this time and place. 


Il. CONVENTION ARRANGEMENTS 
A. Procedures 


The first task undertaken by the Commission was to suggest to 
the general and local Committees on Arrangements for the 62nd 
Convention procedural changes in keeping with the mandate to 
make the General Convention shorter and more efficient. 

To insure that all business is concluded in nine legislative days, 
the following suggestions have been approved: 


1. To schedule all Joint Sessions in the evening. 


2. To have the presentation of the United Thank Offering at 
an evening Eucharist. 


3. To omit departmental dinners, and all other similar occa- 
sions, on full legislative days, except the Presiding Bishop’s 
Evening, which will be a “pops concert” at the Opera 
House rather than a reception. 


4. To place early on the calendar the important matters of 
Mutual Responsibility and Inter-dependence and the dis- 
cussion of the General Church Program. 


5. To consider the budget at the Saturday morning session, 
with action thereon being the first order of business on the 
second Monday. 


Other procedures which have been suggested are: 


1. That all Standing Committees be appointed prior to Conven- 
tion and that they be asked to meet and begin consideration of 
known business prior to the opening of the Convention. 


Unfortunately, too many jurisdictions did not elect their 
Deputies, as requested, during 1966, thus necessitating a delay 
in full committee-appointments. To correct this, the Commis- 
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sion offers a new Canon, which would require the election of 
Deputies in the calendar year preceding that in which Conven- 
tion meets. It therefore recommends the adoption of the follow- 
ing Resolution: t 


Resolution #1 


Resolved, the House of ________ concurring, That Canon 1 be 
amended by the insertion of a clause (b) in a new Section 3, 
to read as follows: 


(b). All jurisdictions of this Church entitled by the 
Constitution or Canons to choose Deputies to the General 
Convention shall be required to do so no later than the 
year preceding the year of the General Convention for 
which they are chosen. Deputies of jurisdictions failing so 
to elect may not be seated unless permitted by ruling of 
the Presiding Officer. 


and that the Sections which follow be re-numbered accordingly; 
Provided, however, that if Clause (a) of such new Section 3 of 
Canon 1 as proposed by the Commission be not adopted, the 
above proposed Clause (b) shall be known as Clause (a). 


2. That important Committees of both Houses hold informal 
joint meetings prior to the Convention, to establish better lines of 
communication and agreement as to procedures. This liaison should 
be maintained throughout the meeting. 


3. That Deputies be seated at tables that are assigned to each 
deputation, thus providing adequate working space and accommo- 
dation for printed material. 

4. That, if possible, an electronic means of voting be provided. 


5. That provision be made for public hearings on legislation and 
nominations, with adequate space provided therefor. 


6. That major Committees have their own rooms permanently 
assigned. 


7. That there be an adequate number of floor microphones. 


B. Committee on Sites 


Upon recommendation of this Joint Commission, the Executive 
Council asked the Presidents of both Houses to appoint a special 
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committee on the important matter of choosing sites for future 
Conventions. The membership of the Committee was drawn from 
this Commission, plus the Secretary of the General Convention. 


Three related matters were discussed by the Committee at some 
length; namely, 


1. The facilities for accommodating the Convention are of 
primary importance. Adequate halls and meeting places in 
close proximity to each other, provision for committee 
rooms of various sizes, and office-space, are essential. 


2. The traditional method of waiting for a contest between 
two or more Dioceses for the privilege of entertaining 
Convention is inefficient and time-consuming. The Com- 
mittee feels that meeting-places should be (at least tenta- 
tively) lined up at least one, and preferably two, trienniums 
in advance, in keeping with the practice of other national 
organizations. 


3. Adequate “on the spot” surveys should be made of all 
facilities offered for future Conventions. This would re- 
quire the existence of a permanent Joint Committee, with 
funds and personnel to make such surveys prior to the 
decision-making process at the General Convention. 


The Committee strongly recommends provision in the General 
Church Budget for a staff person at Church Headquarters, who will 
become familiar with the problem, to work with the Committee and 
to give direction to local committees in arranging for Conventions 
after a site is chosen. 


For the full report of the Special Committee, see Annex A. 


Ill. PROPORTIONAL REPRESENTATION 


Recognizing that the question of proportional representation, - 
which had been considered but not approved at previous General 
Conventions, should be studied thoroughly, and acting upon the rec- 
ommendation of this Joint Commission, the General Convention of 
1964 directed the Synods of the Provinces to consider the matter of 
proportional representation in the House of Deputies, and to report 
their findings to the Joint Commission. 


Four Provinces,—the First, Second, Fifth and Sixth,—have rec- 
ommended proportional representation. The Fourth Province rec- 
ommended reduction in size of deputations to two clerical and two 
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lay Deputies from each Diocese, but did not approve the principle 
of proportional representation. The Seventh Province recommended 
against proportional representation. The Eighth Province has ap- 
pointed a committee (which has not yet presented its report) to 
study the question. No action has been taken by the Third and 
Ninth Provinces, 


In its report to this Joint Commission, the Synod of the First 
Province recommended that proportional representation be calcu- 
lated on the basis of the number of communicants, with one clerical 
and one lay Deputy in each order representing each 10,000 of com- 
municants or major fraction thereof, but with a minimum repre- 
sentation of one Deputy in each order. Under this plan, deputations 
would range in size from one to nine Deputies in each order, and 
the House of Deputies would be reduced to 472 members. 


This Joint Commission believes that the principle of proportional 
representation should be adopted for the following reasons: 


1. The fundamental principle of the fairness of proportional 
representation in legislative bodies is deeply rooted in the 
philosophy of the nation. Dioceses with a larger number of 
Church members should be entitled to have more Deputies 
to the General Convention than Dioceses with smaller 
numbers. 


2. When the House of Deputies is analyzed by the standards 
of Mutual Responsibility and Inter-dependence, the follow- 
ing observations can be made: 


a. The present membership of 678 makes for un- 
wieldy debate and deliberation, and the time given 
by the Deputies in attending the General Conven- 
tion appears to be used wastefully and inefficiently. 


b. Personal acquaintanceship, so essential to good 
working relationships, is difficult to achieve in so 
large a House. 


c, A reduction of the order of 206 members could 
save in travel-and-housing costs for the Church 
at large amounting to over $60,000.00 per Con- 
vention. 


3. With the movement toward shorter, and possibly more fre- 
quent, meetings, the General Convention should be, and 
already is, becoming a working body, with less emphasis 
on related activities and social functions. As the size of the 
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House of Deputies is reduced, with resulting efficiency, the 
length of the sessions may be reduced further and more 
frequent meetings may be feasible. 


4. Finally, it should be remembered that the present Consti- 
tution was adopted originally in 1789 and Article I. pro- 
vided for each State (at that time the equivalent of a 
Diocese) to be represented by “one or more Deputies not 
exceeding four of each Order”. No substantive change was 
made in the Article until the General Convention of 1901 
added the clause, “but the General Convention by Canon 
may reduce the representation to not fewer than two 
Deputies in each Order”. No Canon has ever been adopted 
reducing diocesan representations to less than four in each 
Order. 


After a thorough study of various bases and plans for propor- 
tional representation, and giving due consideration to reports from 
the Provinces, we believe the number of Deputies in each Order to 
represent each Diocese should be based on the numbers of com- 
municants, in accordance with the following formula: 


Communicants in Diocese Deputies in each Order 
Through 15,000 2 
15,001-60,000 eB) 

60,001 and over 4 


Based upon 1964 figures, which are shown in Annex B, if the 
above plan were in effect for this 1967 General Convention, the 
House of Deputies would be reduced by 202 Deputies to 482, as 
follows: 


Communicants Number of Deputies in Total 
in Diocese Dioceses each Order Deputies 

Through 15,000 28 2 112 
15,001-60,000 42 3 ny) 
60,001 and over 9 4 woke 
79° 436 

Missionary Districts ERY 1 46 
102 482 


As this principle for the selection of Deputies can be put into 
effect for the next General Convention by a mere canonical change, 
the Joint Commission proposes the following Resolution: 
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Resolution #2 


Resolved, the House of _______ concurring, That Canon 1 
be amended by the insertion of a new Section and Clause to be 
known as Clause (a) of Section 3, and by re-numbering the 
succeeding sections; said Clause (a) to read as follows: 


Sec. 3 (a). The Church in each Diocese which has 
been admitted to union with the General Convention shall 
be entitled to representation in the House of Deputies in 
a number not less than two. nor more than four each 
of Presbyters, canonically resident in the Diocese, and of 
Lay persons, communicants of this Church, having domi- 
cile in the Diocese, based on the number of communi- 
cants in such Diocese as reported in the Parochial Vital 
Statistics published by the Church for the first year of 
the triennium in which said General Convention falls, and 
determined as follows: 


Number of Communicants Number of Diocesan 
in Diocese Deputies in each Order 
Through 15,000 Ws 
15,001 to 60,000 3 
60,001 and over 4 


IV. TALLYING VOTES BY ORDERS 


In the tallying of votes by orders in the House of Deputies, a 
divided vote (namely, when two Deputies in any deputation of 
either order cast their votes for, and two against, any measure) is 
not counted either for the affirmative or the negative. It is, however, 
the equivalent of a negative vote, in view of the last sentence of 
Section 4 of Article I. of the Constitution, which provides, 


No action of either order shall pass in the affirmative unless it receives 
the majority of all votes cast, and unless the sum of all the affirmative 
votes shall exceed the sum of other votes by at least one whole vote. 


The Commission feels strongly that this result is neither fair nor 
equitable. It would be better, in the opinion of the Commission, to 
permit a divided vote to be given effect in the tally by having it count 
as one-half vote each for the affirmative and the negative. Accord- 
ingly, the adoption of the following amendment to the Constitution 
is recommended: 
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Resolution #3 


Resolved, the House of ______ concurring, That Section 4 
of Article I. of the Constitution be amended as provided below, 
and that the same be made known to the several Dioceses and 
Missionary Districts and to the Convocation of the American 
Churches in Europe, in accordance with Article XI., in order 
that the same may be adopted at the next succeeding triennial 
meeting of the General Convention: 


In the last paragraph of Section 4, insert before the last 
sentence a new sentence, reading: 


When the vote of the Deputies in either order in any 
Diocese is evenly divided, the vote of such order in 
such Diocese shall be received and recorded as one- 
half vote for the affirmative and one-half vote for 
the negative of the question or action on which the 
vote is taken. 


V. NOMENCLATURE OF MISSIONARY DISTRICTS 


The report of the Joint Committee on the Nomenclature and 
Status of Missionary Districts that was made to the 1964 General 
Convention (Appendix 24, Pages 706, et seq., of the Journal), 
recommended constitutional changes, which would, in effect, elim- 
inate the distinction between Dioceses and Missionary Districts. The 
recommendations were approved by the House of Bishops (1964 
Journal, Pages 274 and 275). The House of Deputies did not con- 
cur, for various reasons (1964 Journal, Page 276). However, the 
House of Deputies did adopt the following Resolution, which was 
concurred in by the House of Bishops (1964 Journal, Page 324): 


Resolved, . . . That it be recorded as the sense of this Convention that 
no constitutional nor canonical distinction should be made between 
Missionary Districts and Dioceses; and be it further 


Resolved, . . . That this matter be submitted to the Joint Commission 
on the Structure of the General Convention and Provinces for imple- 
mentation and for report to the General Convention of 1967. 


This Commission, after reviewing the recommendations made by 
the Joint Committee, decided to propose constitutional changes 
dealing only with jurisdictions in the domestic field. As to Overseas 
Missionary Districts, the Commission has largely adopted the rec- 
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ommendations made by the Overseas Department and the Bishops 
serving in those areas, that Overseas Missionary Districts be desig- 
nated “Missionary Dioceses”, and that there be added an additional, 
semi-autonomous, status called “Associated Dioceses” as a step-up 
from the missionary rank toward that of an autocephalous Church 
of the Anglican Communion. If the constitutional changes sug- 
gested by this Commission should be adopted, there will also be 
required various canonical changes to give recognition to the new 
nomenclature. If this 1967 Convention were to act favorably on the 
proposed constitutional changes, the Commission, if continued, will 
be prepared to present the necessary canonical changes for the con- 
sideration of the next triennial Convention. 


The Commission, recognizing that the effect of the constitutional 
amendments would be to increase the number of Deputies, has 
dealt with this problem in another section of its Report, in which 
it suggests numerical changes in representation based on communi- 
cant strength. 


The Commission proposes the following Resolutions: 


Resolution #4 


Resolved, the House of _____-concurring, That the follow- 
ing alterations and amendments of the Constitution be made, 
and that the same be made known to the several Dioceses and 
Missionary Districts, and to the Convocation of the American 
Churches in Europe, in accordance with Article XI., in order 
that the same may be adopted at the next succeeding triennial 
meeting of the General Convention: 


A. Article I. 


1. Section 4: 
(a) Delete the second paragraph, beginning, “The 
Church in each Missionary District... .” 
(b) Substitute for such deleted paragraph the fol- 
lowing: 


The Church in each Missionary Diocese which 
shall have been established by the House of 
Bishops or by the Constitution beyond the terri- 
tory of the United States of America, and the 
Convocation of the American Churches in Europe, 
shall each be entitled to representation in the 
House of Deputies by one Presbyter and one Lay 
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person, subject to all the qualifications, and with 
all of the rights, of Deputies, except as otherwise 
provided in this Constitution. Each such Mission- 
ary Diocese, and the Convocation of the American 
Churches in Europe, shall prescribe the manner in 
which its Deputies shall be chosen. 

(c) Substitute “Diocese” for “District” in line 10 of 

the fourth paragraph. 


2. Delete Section 6 and re-number Section 7. 

Article II. 

1. Delete the proviso in Section 1. 

2. Substitute the word “Diocese” for “District” in lines 
2 and 4 and “Dioceses” for “Districts” in line 9 of 
Section 3. 

3. Delete the word “Missionary” in the last line of 
Section 4 and add, “of a Missionary Diocese’, after 
“Bishop” in that line. 

4. Substitute, “Bishop of a Missionary Diocese’, for 
“Missionary Bishop” in the last line of Section 7. 

Article III. 

1, Substitute “Diocese” for “District” in Line 11. 

2. In line 14, delete “Missionary” and add, “of a Mis- 
sionary Diocese”, after “Bishop”. 

3. Substitute “such” for “Missionary” at the end of 
fifteenth line. 

Article V. 

1. Section 1, 


2. 


(a) In the first sentence, 
(1) Delete clauses numbered (1) and (4); 
(2) Re-number clauses (2) and (3); and 
(3) Add a new clause (3), to read as follows: 
(3) by the erection into a Diocese of an 
unorganized area evangelized as provided 
in Article VI. 
(b) In the second sentence, substitute “unorganized 
area” for “Missionary District”. 
(c) Delete the fourth sentence, beginning “During a 
vacancy...” 
Delete Sections 5 and 7 and re-number Section 6. 
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E. Article VI. 


1. Delete Section 1, and substitute therefor, 
SECTION 1. The House of Bishops may establish 
a Mission in any area not included within the 
boundaries of any Diocese of this Church or of 
any Church in communion with this Church, and 
elect or appoint a Bishop therefor. 

2. Substitute “ceded” for “accepted” in line 2 of the 
second paragraph of Section 2. 

3. Delete Section 3, and substitute therefor, 
SEc. 3. The House of Bishops may, in accordance 
with the Canons, organize a Missionary Diocese 
beyond the territory of the United States and 
may constitute any such Missionary Diocese an 
Associated Diocese of this Church. Such Asso- 
ciated Diocese shall not be entitled to representa- 
tion in the House of Deputies of the General 
Convention; nor shall its Bishop or Bishops be 
entitled to vote in the House of Bishops thereof 
if he or they are at the same time members of the 
House of Bishops of an Associated Province or of 
a Church or Province in communion with this 
Church. The provisions of Article X. of this Con- 
stitution shall not extend to an Associated Diocese. 


F. Article VII. 

1. Insert a comma after the first word thereof, and 
substitute “Associated Dioceses and Missionary Dio- 
ceses” for “and Missionary Districts”. 

2. After the last word in line 4, insert a comma and 
“Associated Diocese or Missionary Diocese”’. 

G. Article VIII. 
Insert “Associated Diocese of this Church or in any” 
after “any” in the second line of the proviso. 


H. Article IX. 


Substitute “Diocese” for “District” in the fourth line 
of the second paragraph. 
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I. Article X. 


Substitute “Dioceses” for “Districts” in lines 10 and 
28, and “Diocese” for “District” in lines 17 and 19 on 
Page xiv, and “Dioceses” for “Districts” in line 7 on 
Page xv. 


J. Article XI. 


Substitute “Diocese” for “District” in lines 6 and 8 
on Page xv, and “Dioceses” for “Districts” in line 4, 
Page xvi. 


VI. THE HOUSE OF DEPUTIES 
A. Women Deputies 


Increasingly on the conscience of the whole Church is the concern 
for giving women their rightful eligibility in its government. This has 
been evidenced by the fact that an increased number of Dioceses, 
Missionary Districts, and Provinces have taken affirmative action by 
giving women the right to membership in their assemblies, and some 
have memorialized the General Convention to seat women Deputies. 


The Joint Commission re-affirms its conviction that any qualified 
communicant, duly elected by the established procedure for election 
in a Diocese or Missionary District, should be eligible as an official 
Deputy to the General Convention. In an era of rapid social and 
technological change, the Church, as the historic Body of Christ 
fulfilling the mission of redemption, needs the most incisive and 
cogent minds and talents available. 


Since the Church is the particular means whereby God makes 
His will known, and through which He uniquely works out His 
creative purposes for men, it is obvious that the Church should 
accept a responsible stewardship of the talents which individual 
members of the Church possess. In order to express this sense of 
responsibility, and use completely the abilities which God has given 
to individual persons, the Joint Commission recommends the adop- 
tion of the following Constitutional amendment: 


Resolution #5 


Resolved, the House of ___. concurring, That Section 4 
of Article I. of the Constitution be amended so as to change 
the word “Layman”, wherever the same appears in said Section, 
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to “Lay person”, and so as to change the word “Laymen’’, 
wherever the same appears in said Section, to “Lay persons”, 
and that the same be made known to the several Dioceses and 
Missionary Districts, and to the Convocation of the American 
Churches in Europe, in accordance with Article XI., in order 
that the same may be adopted at the next succeeding triennial 
meeting of the General Convention. 


B. Term of Office, President and Vice-President 


This Commission’s recommendation to the 1964 General Con- 
vention, that it create the office of Vice-President and that it elect 
both the President and the Vice-President for this, the 1967 Gen- 
eral Convention, were well received and adopted. The Commission 
felt then that there should be a limitation put upon the number of 
successive terms which an incumbent might be permitted to serve 
in either office. It believes the number should be two, and accord- 
ingly recommends the adoption of the following Resolution: 


Resolution #5 


Resolved, the House of _______ concurring, That Clause (b) 
of Section 1 of Canon 1 be amended to read as follows: 


(b) There shall be a President and Vice-President of 
the House of Deputies, who shall perform the duties nor- 
mally appropriate to their respective offices or specified 
in these Canons. They shall be elected not later than the 
seventh day of each triennial meeting of the General 
Convention in the manner herein set forth. The House 
of Deputies shall elect from its membership by a majority 
of separate ballots, a President and a Vice-President, who 
shall be of different orders. Such officers shall take office 
at the adjournment of the triennial meeting at which they 
are elected, and shall continue in office until the adjourn- 
ment of the following triennial meeting of the General 
Convention. They shall be and remain ex officio members 
of the House during their terms of office. No person 
elected President or Vice-President shall be eligible for 
more than two consecutive full terms in each respective 
office. In case of resignation, death, absence, or inability, 
of the President, the Vice-President shall perform the 
duties of the office until a new President is elected. 
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C. Expense Allowance for Deputies 


Late in the triennium, the Joint Commission received a recom- 
mendation that a plan be devised for an equalized expense allow- 
ance for Deputies. Presumably, this would be paid from General 
Convention assessments, rather than by the Dioceses and Missionary 
Districts, as at present, with a method of allotment being worked 
out to overcome travel and other inequities which may now pre- 
clude certain highly qualified lay persons from accepting election as 
Deputies. While the Commission can see some merit in this pro- 
posal, it is not prepared to present any specific plan at this time 
because of the complexities of setting up such a plan. It recom- 
mends, however, the adoption of the following Resolution: 


Resolution #6 

Resolved, the House of _______ concurring, That the matter 
of an equalized expense allowance for General Convention 
Deputies be referred to the Executive Council, with the request 
that the Council direct its Division of Research and Field 
Study, in consultation with the Treasurer of the General Con- 
vention, to study the matter and to communicate its findings to 
the Joint Commission on Structure of the General Convention 
and Provinces. 


VII. THE HOUSE OF BISHOPS 
A. Translation of Bishops 


The General Convention, in 1964, proposed an amendment to 
Section 8 of Article II. of the Constitution, permitting the transla- 
tion of Bishops. The Joint Commission recommends the adoption 
of that amendment. 


B. Voting in the House of Bishops 
The Joint Commission has considered a matter referred to it by 
the House of Bishops at their meeting at Wheeling in 1966, and 
proposes the following amendment to Section 2 of Article I. of the 
Constitution: 


Resolution #7 
Resolved, the House of _______. concurring, That Section 2 
of Article I. of the Constitution be amended as provided below, 
and that the same be made known to the several Dioceses and 
Missionary Districts, and to the Convocation of the American 
Churches in Europe, in accordance with Article XI., in order 
that the same may be adopted at the next succeeding triennial 
meeting of the General Convention: 
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A. After the word “Bishops”, the first word in the 
seventh line, delete the period, and insert a comma 
and the phrase, “as hereinafter provided”. 


B. Add a new sentence at the end of the Section, 
reading, j 


Each Bishop shall have a vote in all matters con- 
cerning the Doctrine, Discipline, and Worship of this 
Church; but in all other matters there shall be 
allowed only one vote for each Diocese or juris- 
diction, such one vote to be determined and cast, 
in the case of a Diocese having more than one 
Bishop, as may, from time to time, be provided by 
the Rules of Order of the House of Bishops. 


C. Seat, Voice, and Vote of Bishops Without Jurisdiction 


The question was also raised by the House of Bishops at Wheel- 
ing regarding the right to seat, voice, and vote for Bishops who have 
been forced to resign their jurisdictions because of the missionary 
strategy of the Church. It is this Commission’s considered opinion 
that, while Article I., Section 2, of the Constitution quite properly 
excludes from this right those Bishops who resign their jurisdictions 
of their own accord, in order to enter upon an activity other than 
the episcopacy of the Church, it should not obtain for those who 
must, for reasons of the Church’s missionary strategy, resign their 
jurisdictions, and who yet continue to function chiefly in the epis- 
copal office. The Commission therefore recommends the following 
amendment to Section 2 of Article I. of the Constitution: 


Resolution #8 


Resolved, the House of ________ concurring, That Section 2 
of Article I. of the Constitution be amended as provided below, 
and that the same be made known to the several Dioceses and 
Missionary Districts, and to the Convocation of the American 
Churches in Europe, in accordance with Article XI., in order 
that the same may be adopted at the next succeeding triennial 
meeting of the General Convention: 


Insert, on line 6, after the word “jurisdiction”, the 
following, “or who has resigned his office for reasons of 
missionary strategy, determined by the action of General 
Convention or the House of Bishops, and who is still 
functioning chiefly in the episcopal office”. 
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Vill. THE PROVINCES 


At the General Convention of 1955, there was created a Joint 
Commission to Study the Provincial System, which was merged, in 
1961, with the Joint Committee studying the structure of the Gen- 
eral Convention, to form the present Joint Commission on Structure 
of the General Convention and Provinces. 


In its Report to the 1964 General Convention, this Joint Commis- 
sion stated its belief that “there presently exists a communications 
gap between the clergy and laity in general and the Executive Coun- 
cil, and that this gap is particularly noticeable between General 
Conventions”. To close this gap, the Commission recommended 
that General Convention Deputies participate in Provincial Synods 
and that issues of general concern be referred to the Provinces for 
study and report. The recommendations, in general, were approved 
by the 1964 General Convention and have been implemented by a 
study of the question of proportional representation by all Provinces 
and by the attendance at Provincial Synods of many General Con- 
vention Deputies. 


Several Dioceses have questioned the validity or value of the 
provincial system, as evidenced by their withdrawal of financial 
support and absenting themselves from meetings of Provincial 
Synods. On the other hand, the Joint Commission has received 
many statements in support of the provincial system and finds the 
weight of opinion to favor, not only its continued existence, but the 
strengthening thereof, as evidenced by the reorganization of many 
Provinces to better fulfill the needs of the member jurisdictions 
(See Annex C). 


The following recommendations, among others, have been made 
by various individuals or groups within the Church to strengthen 
the Provinces: 


1. That there be a greater use of the Provinces in studying issues, 
including the Program and Budget, coming before the General Con- 
vention. 


2. That parishes and missions be encouraged to channel Memo- 
rials and Petitions to the General Convention through the Dioceses; 
and the Dioceses through the Provinces. 


3. That General Convention Deputies be regularly seated in 
Synods, with voice, if not vote. 
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These three recommendations were included in the Re- 
port of this Joint Commission to the 1964 General Con- 
vention. They have been followed, in varying degrees, by 
the Provinces. It is felt that, through universal adoption 
and implementation of these recommendations, the Prov- 
inces can serve a more useful function. The Joint Com- 
mission renews its recommendations. 


4. That the Provinces be realigned, with a view toward there 
being more Provinces with fewer jurisdictions, in order to form 
more cohesive groups; having greater community of interest and 
means of communication. 


Without presuming to make any specific suggestions, the 
Joint Commission brings to the attention of the Provinces and 
their member jurisdictions the desirability of considering re- 
alignment of provincial boundaries. The Joint Commission 
recommends the adoption of the following Resolution: 


Resolution #9 


Resolved, the House of _______ concurring, That there be 
referred to the Synods of the Provinces, for study and self- 
examination, the question of the re-alignment of Provinces, 
with a view toward there being more Provinces with fewer 
jurisdictions, in order to form more cohesive groups having 
greater community of interest and means of communication. 


5. That provision be made, by Canon, that the Provincial Presi- 
dents serve as a Council of Advice to the Presiding Bishop, in place 
of the present Advisory Committee provided by the Rules of Order 
of the House of Bishops. 


The formalizing of such a Council of Advice should await 
the result of the current study of the Office of the Presiding 
Bishop being made under the supervision of the Mutual Re- 
sponsibility Commission. 


6. That there be delegated to the Provinces, through their 
Officers and Synods, greater authority with regard to consents to 
the election of Coadjutors and Suffragans, confirmation of election 
of Bishops, and procedures leading up to the consecration of Bishops 
of jurisdictions within the several Provinces, including permitting 
the President-Bishops to take order for consecrations, and more fre- 
quently to act as chief consecrators, thereby relieving the Presiding 
Bishop of some of his time-consuming paper-work and travel. 
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7. That procedures be established whereby the Provinces would 
do more in respect of the screening of postulants for Holy Orders, 
the standardizing of their canonical examinations, and the exercising 
of greater influence on seminarians. 


The Joint Commission recommends that the House of 
Bishops consider the last two proposals immediately preceding. 


8. That measures be taken to strengthen the Provinces by the 
delegation by the General Convention of greater authority. 


While the Joint Commission believes that the Provinces 
serve a useful role in the Church, they should function only 
as and when needed. It is not considered advisable simply to 
make work in order to justify their existence. Except as other- 
wise noted herein, the Joint Commission makes no recom- 
mendations that any further authority be delegated to the 
Provinces. 


9. That each Province elect one Bishop, one Presbyter, and one 
Lay Person, to membership on the Executive Council, with a 
reduced number elected at large by the General Convention. 


Under existing Canons each Province elects one member of 
the Executive Council, with no restriction as to whether this 
person be a Bishop, Presbyter, or Lay Person. Except for the 
President, two Vice-Presidents, and the Treasurer, who are 
ex officio members, the remaining members (six Bishops, six 
Presbyters, ten Lay Men, and six Lay Women) are elected at 
large by the General Convention. Of the nine members elected 
by the Provinces at the present time, three are Bishops, three 
Priests, and three Lay Persons. Exclusive of the new Ninth 
Province of the Caribbean, the Provinces vary in number of 
constituent jurisdictions from 7 to 15, in number of communi- 
cants from 127,000 to 463,000, and in number of clergymen 
from 595 to 1,721. The Ninth Province has 29,000 communi- 
cants and 199 clergy. The election of three members of the 
Executive Council by each Province would appear to be dis- 
proportionate. 


The Joint Commission does not favor the recommendation. 


10. That the proviso in Article VII. of the Constitution, that a 
Diocese should not be included in a Province without its consent, 
be repealed. 
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One Diocese in each of three Provinces has withdrawn finan- 
cial support and representation from its Province. Province V 
is memorializing the General Convention to repeal the proviso 
referred to above, in order to require provincial participation by 
all Dioceses. While recognizing that, to be effective, the Prov- 
inces should have the support of all the Dioceses and Mission- 
ary Districts located within the boundaries thereof, neverthe- 
less, this Commission believes that, in the long run, the whole 
Church will be better served by the Provinces through con- 
tinuation of the present optional membership. 


11. That jurisdictions which withdraw from Provinces in which 
they have previously been included should not receive credit on 
their quotas for administration of work taken over by the Province. 


The Joint Commission recommends the adoption of the 
following Resolution: 


Resolution #10 


Resolved, the House of _______ concurring, That Canon 
8, Section 9, be amended by inserting, in the second 
sentence thereof, after the words, “If the Province shall 
provide the funds for such work, the constituent Dioceses 
and Missionary Districts”, the following, ‘then members 
of and supporting such Province”. 


12. That Canon 8, Section 7, be amended to permit each Prov- 
ince to fix the number and qualifications of Provincial Deputies. 


As the structure of the several Provinces has been changed, 
the number of Priests and Lay Persons representing each 
jurisdiction has varied from one to twenty in each order. The 
Joint Commission recommends the adoption of the following 
Canonical change: 


Resolution #11 


Resolved, the House of _______ concurring, That Canon 
8, Section 7, be re-written in its entirety, as follows: 


Sec. 7. Each Diocese and Missionary District within 
the Province shall be entitled to representation in 
the Provincial House of Deputies by Presbyters, 
canonically resident in the Diocese, and Lay Persons 
communicants of this Church, having domicile in 
the Diocese, in such number as the Provincial Synod, 
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by Ordinance, may provide. Each Diocese and Mis- 
sionary District shall determine the manner in which 
its Deputies shall be chosen. 


13. That an evaluation of the Provincial System, in the spirit of 
Mutual Responsibility, continue, with a view to its effectiveness in 
the total mission of the Church. 


The fact that every Province has studied its structure and 
function within the last five years is an indication that this 
recommendation is being followed. New and greatly simplified 
structures have emerged. Self-evaluation should continue. 


IX. PRE-CONVENTION MEETINGS OF 
DIOCESAN DEPUTATIONS 


An increasing number of diocesan deputations hold meetings 
prior to their departure for the General Convention, for the purpose 
of studying major issues. Some arrange public hearings to receive 
suggestions from communicants of their Dioceses. The Joint Com- 
mission commends this practice to all jurisdictions. 


X. THE FUTURE 


The Joint Commission has held four two-day meetings during the 
triennium, with a fifth two-day meeting of an editorial committee. 
The Chairman has had two huge file-boxes of correspondence, 
untold telephone conferences, and has attended numerous meetings 
throughout the Church on matters of structure. Other members of 
the Commission have also attended meetings, speaking on and inter- 
preting various aspects of the task. Close contact has been main- 
tained with the Mutual Responsibility Commission, the Committee 
on Diocesan Boundaries, and the Joint Committee on Draftsman- 
ship. 

The more the Commission moved into its work, the more obvious 
it became that it has just scratched the surface. 


The statement made in the introduction of this Report must be 
repeated at its close—that the “Structure of General Convention” 
really means the structure of the whole Protestant Episcopal Church. 
It reaches out, not only to Provinces, but also to Dioceses and Mis- 
sionary Districts, to the Presiding Bishop, and to the Executive 
Council in all its operations, to say nothing of other special Com- 
mittees and Commissions. Indeed, it has become increasingly clear 
that one cannot consider the structure of the General Convention 
or Provinces, making suggestions for their improvement, apart from 
the total structure of the Church. 
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This Commission recommends, therefore, that it be continued, 
but that it be renamed the Joint Commission on the Structure of the 
Church, in recognition of the actual scope of its task. It must have 
authority to proceed in co-operation with, and as co-ordinator of, 
all other groups which share this concern. The Commission, further, 
recommends that sufficient funds be made available to it for the 
procurement of such professional consultation and executive assist- 
ance as may be necessary. The following Resolution is offered 
toward this end: 


Resolution #12 


Resolved, the House of _______ concurring, That the Joint 
Commission on Structure of the General Convention and 
Provinces be renamed the Joint Commission on the Structure 
of the Church, and that it be continued during the next trien- 
nium; that such Joint Commission be composed of three 
Bishops, three Presbyters, and six Lay Persons; and that, so 
far as feasible, its members be representative of each of the 
Provinces; and be it further 


Resolved, the House of ______ concurring, That the sum 
of $10,000.00 for the triennium 1967-1970 be provided in the 
budget of the General Convention, for the work of said Joint 
Commission; and be it further 


Resolved, the House of _______ concurring, That the sum 
of $35,000.00 a year for the triennium 1968-1970 be included 
in the General Church Program, to provide for professional 
consultation and executive assistance in developing and co- 
ordinating plans for the re-structuring of the Church. 


XI. FINANCIAL REPORT 


Receipts 


Appropriation from the General Convention... $4,000.00 
Additional allowance approved by the Presiding 
Bishop and the Chairman of the Joint Committee on 
Expenses J qoisencsame sl? schneleentes Gaia 800.00 
$4,800.00 
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Disbursements 
Meetings (Arrangements and Expenses of 
IMEHIDEIS) te epee ny $4,755.64 
Secretarial services, duplicating, postage, 
ANG? SUOplics Pry bey 4. sa STS AIA ko 44.36 


PLOLAL CISPMENCHICNUS s tae tin wire, flax cra) Divers $4,800.00 


Joint Commission on Structure: 


JOHN P. CRAINE, Chairman 
HAMILTON H. KELLOGG 
CHARLES F. BOYNTON 
WILLIAM B. SPOFFORD, JR. 
JOHN C. LEFFLER 
BRADFORD HASTINGS, Secretary 
K. WADE BENNETT 
FREDRIKS D. BERGER 
CHARLES M. CRUMP 

P, BLAIR LEE 

PuiLie S. LYON 

CLIFFORD W. STONE 


ANNEX A 


Report of Special Committee on Advance Planning for 
General Convention 


In accordance with action taken by the Presiding Bishop and the 
President of the House of Deputies, jointly, which action was con- 
firmed by the Executive Council, the Special Committee on Advance 
Planning for General Convention was appointed in September, 
1966, with instructions to report to the Executive Council by Febru- 
ary, 1967. 


The Committee met in Chicago on November 9, 1966, with all 
members present, and elected the Very Rev. John C. Leffler as its 
chairman, 


The Committee was mindful of the fact that, in accordance with 
the customary procedure, the Presiding Bishop and the President 
of the House of Deputies would, in due course, be appointing the 
1967 General Convention Special Joint Committee on the Place of 
the Next General Convention and that, as of the date of its meeting, 
a large majority of the Dioceses and Missionary Districts had 
already elected their Deputies to the 1967 General Convention. 
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Rather than undertake the task set forth in the Resolution of the 
Executive Council, under which the Committee was appointed, and 
in the interest of avoiding duplication and confusion, the Committee 


recommends: 


1. That the Presiding Bishop and the President of the House of 
Deputies be asked to appoint the 1967 General Convention 
Joint Committee on the Place of the Next General Conven- 
tion at the earliest possible moment. 


2. That the Joint Committee on the Place of the Next General 
Convention be convened as soon as possible after being con- 
stituted, for the purpose of considering or acting upon the 
following functions: 


(a) 
(b) 


(c) 


(d) 


(e) 


(f) 


To develop detailed specifications necessary for the 
work of a satisfactory General Convention; 

To circularize the specifications to all Dioceses which 
have evinced a definite interest in entertaining the 
1970 and future General Conventions, with the re- 
quest that they respond, by a date to be set by the 
Committee; that they cover in their responses the 
extent to which they are prepared to meet the specifi- 
cations; and that they set forth such further informa- 
tion concerning their respective cities and their facil- 
ities as they feel may be pertinent. 

To secure from the local diocesan authorities in the 
cities of prospective sites the results of preliminary 
discussions with Convention Bureaus and Hotel Asso- 
ciations, to determine, among other things, the ade- 
quacy of facilities, the reasonableness of hotel and 
convention-hall rates, and other expenses. 

To secure from such local diocesan authorities, par- 
ticularly with reference to the 1970 General Conven- 
tion, copies of firm proposals made to them by their 
respective cities, convention bureaus, hotels, or Hotel 
Associations concerning housing-and-meeting facil- 
ities. 

To secure from such local diocesan authorities, or 
other sources, the approximate average cost of trans- 
portation of Bishops and Deputies to the respective 
locations. 

With regard to the 1970 General Convention and to 
such replies as seem satisfactory to the Committee, to 
designate a representative or representatives of the 
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Joint Committee to visit such sites for first-hand in- 
spection—this to be done prior to the 1967 General 
Convention. Expenses for this purpose should be 
sought from the General Convention Treasurer. 


(g) As required by the Constitution, the committee would 


(h) 


act at the 1967 General Convention and would recom- 
mend the site for the 1970 General Convention. 
Because it has become the accepted practice of cities 
and hotels to plan for and book large conventions 
several years in advance, the Committee should also 
look beyond 1970 and, through contacts with the 
Bishops, suggest, also, tentative places (with possible 
alternates) for the next two ensuing General Conven- 
tions (i.e., on the triennial plan, the General Conven- 
tions of 1973 and 1976). In any such activity, the 
specifications referred to above should, of course, be 
utilized. 


3. That provision be made for an employee, on the staff of the 
Secretary of General Convention, whose duties and responsi- 
bilities would include, on a continuing basis, the following: 


(a) 
(b) 


Serving as secretary of the Joint Committee on the 
Place of the General Convention; 

Re-working and refining the specifications necessary 
for the holding of a satisfactory General Convention; 


(c) Accompanying the Joint Committee representatives 


(d) 


on their inspection tours of proposed General Con- 
vention sites; 

Developing a handbook of General Convention ar- 
rangements and procedures; 


(e) Following the selection of the next ensuing General 


Convention site, working closely with the diocesan 
General Convention Committee in all arrangements 
and details for insuring a satisfactory, smooth-working 
Convention. 


4. The Committee is informed that the following Dioceses made 
inquiry, in the years indicated, about the possibility of enter- 
taining the General Convention of 1970: 


Minnesota —1960 
Chicago —1963 
Colorado —1963 
Texas —1964 
Pittsburgh —1966 
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5. The Committee is pleased to report that it has incurred no 
expense and requests to be discharged. 


Respectfully submitted, 


JOHN F,. LEFFLER, Chairman. 
CHARLES M. GUILBERT 
CHARLES M. CRUMP 

PHILIP S. LYON 

CLIFFORD W. STONE 
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Dioceses Ranked by Number of Communicants 
(1965 Figures) 


Rank Diocese Communicants 
Through 15,000 
1 Paur-Claite ses hae, ee eee eee 3,076 
2 iINorthera: Micuigaiign ce ee ee fo be 
3 UID C ya ee et et ae en ee 4,318 
4 PASO oe ee ee eee 6,397 
5 Lexington. ee eee re eee 6,851 
6 Westen North Carolia 7) a 7,167 
7 Verne ee se eer ee ep crete | Jeo l2 
8 Fond dis dese he ee eee eee 7,643 
9 INMMOHIAD Ay tet Cee eee ee tees 7,662 
10 SOMMUChiClG: fo ces ae ee ee 7,933 
ih PCRs ny ee One et eee 9,579 
1 2 Northwest Texasseoe st ok et et ee OTOL 
13 Northern Indiana "ote ae mene 9,828 
14 DOUENWEStCEE VITO ater te. eee 9,997 
15 Goorin OM Sree er ee rn een 10,226 
16 INentCKyAe ee ee er eee 10,463 
17 San Joaquity 2 2% 0: 20 oe (MO Ae yo}! | 
18 Bast Carolinas. 4.) gc ee ea ee ee 10,606 
19 INGw El atnipohike ane ee LT153 
20 VAPKANSAS: Che pie ne eee ee si ae 11,194 
21 Indianapolisn "oe ens en ee eee 11,636 
22 Spokane 0.0 (cco os. eee 12,416 
23 IVHSSISSIODE oo . Ue, 13,081 
24 Maite’ 20 ss oe a ae 13,653 
25 Delaware’... dude eee 13,999 


26 Nest Virginia. ~.. 2.) eee 14,089 
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Rank Diocese Communicants 
27 New Mexico and Southwest Texas... __.. 14,225 
28 Mipper Souta Carolinas 14,240 

15,001 Through 60,000 

1 INCOU ASK et Pee ate REA Cebit eo oad es 15,010 

p) ROW Ramer ead a CRE vic tvct A Wire oe,c1a thay, © 15,030 

3 INAIS SOUTHS tle Ca gatas sity Eset uo PERE 15,292 

4 MOUNT ATOUNA 01, cS och 2 os: u . BES 15,615 

&) West Missouri ye: 9-6 POe the baal. 15,770 

6 Northern Californian se: o.oo eer. 15,837 

ii PrarrisDuriges. tn. eS AD, 16,394 

8 PSOIG AG mea. Series. Cee OO. FiO Gegightegs 16,401 

9 Mkiahomas. tA SMG SOWA LCe, gee aS: 17,089 
10 Western: Michigan: 20,4 So0y. 006 Glue 17,812 
Ih VATIZONL oily ee, MALO LA Oo mices ta, 17,898 
12 Milwaukee. Ok. BL ele. Obie, (ome 18,549 
13 Bethlehem: | Syiea.iee Sa eree vee. 19,239 
14 ROCHeStEr Shr); Lie Rapier yet, J. Mi 19,459 
PS Adana ost, 5 Ie Ue pe saree NOVAS 21,038 
16 ‘Western: Massachusetish i; 2 iey ty 22,088 
1 Plonida meena ae Le, batiers mals 22,164 
18 Westy Bexas eho Att, Se cd, ier. Cer lay 23,638 
19 Southern! Virginia *'..%) 2 2 eidegesiiaie 24,717 
20 Pittsburgh. Gary Ui. Uy Lames Ss 251332 
21 Atlan lag ier ctnc cu ees es ee «ee AE 25,342 
22 INotthe Caroling <.. Oetss.:Fenalnws cee: 26,582 
23 LOCC OM ps rey er, exh sa Cerys vit rates cee 26,927 
24 RENNCSSCC eye. Pils tig < week hed wat SE 27,880 
2 Western NEW 1YiO0 Ks a. 0: Aba xcun text np EAI 28,389 
26 GOOLAIO Bi tard ln gata eee as. tasted 28,761 
27 SOUEREEN ODIO. a5 yoo thom Coa cent Lome 29,503 
28 MSG ee Braet Sey Raikes a Al hs ink 4s 30,247 
29 COIMBRA cat ie eiti cd ne + cof Se. SE 30,389 
30 PM ilies eee tin deve ya. Sees Las 30,989 
oH Minnesota... ... .g0as Jane) ont Dns, et Bi 112 
32 Ritodevistandert. eo to. sk eee 32,568 
33 UDEV Si aa duce stelle ae abd eile ree NS 35,339 
34 WentralyiNnew YORK 0 4a 4 Oe $6,127 
35 1S ETRE) (VG clas ale diag geet ree AAR 42,961 
36 RWASIN COIN ace ttc ey oe 1 OM, 42,993 
3h OMe Cope aire: ies AS AS 48,578 


38 SVN iV eg ee ene ae ee ee ee ee 48,806 
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Rank 


Bh, 
40 
41 
42 


WOOANDNMBWNE 


OMADMHBWNR 


Diocese 


California —- 220) . Meee ae ene, OK 
TT ORAS! 2 ec ne a ee Ro ee 
Chicagove lire, pete, Sid ts sy Scie 
Newark : = Syd) 3 eaoat 05 Bs | 


New Jersey: Shane oe cae ce 
Michigans 1.0 0259. Se aes 2 
Woneg-istand. « y. 2.44. 
South Florida. ......4. ace. Oe 
Rennsyivaniag.: J. .45. eae oe eee 
CotinectiCltseen. 2). .eehle aE ee 
Massachusetts ....... seundarte: «8 3 <0 ae 
New? York... 00.4.5 252. . SeOee e 
WoswAnseles: «.. .. os hae ete ee 


Missionary Districts 
(1965 Figures) 


Ecuador (Organized 1966)). 22. . 2 00.0. 
Golombiat 26 fan eee ee oe ee eee 
aw aliewecte eg eeree so eee 
Dominican. Republic <...... RR ae 
European: Congregations .......... Ags 
CentraleAmecrcag =... fe eee te 
iINosthyDakota: .......2 2.2... Rano 
WiesternsKansas: =): Ay ce ee ae ey eee 
Wirsimeislandss «<5 soso oe eas Se 
RuertopRicOo.4) bc. i eee eee 
Alaskaseaties tu tetei | or eter ee 
MIOICO 2600, 50 os ee 1 er 
Nevada 2 8. oe ee eee 
master, Oresony <i. sce ee 
RTA ate en NC tga aa ed oho 
Panama and the Canal Zone 
Idaho 
TBI DET Aa a ee BS ee ee 
Wyoming 
TIONOIGNE fc oe ee eee, 2 
South Dakota 
Philippines 
Haiti 
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Communicants 


51,290 
53,827 
53,845 
57,622 


63,589 
69,230 
73,453 
74,398 
83,573 
84,178 
84,374 
89,832 
96,160 
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ANNEX C 
Reorganization of the Provinces 


Since 1962, all of the Provinces have initiated, and most have 
completed, studies of their structure, function, and programs. As the 
nature and extent of organization is varied, no standard structure 
can be said to exist, although the trend is toward a Synod reduced 
in size and composed largely of General Convention Deputies meet- 
ing annually to study major issues confronting the Church. 


For example, on October 19, 1966, the Synod of the Second 
Province amended its Ordinances to provide for a Synod meeting 
annually, before June 10, composed of four Presbyters and four 
Lay Persons, at least two of each to be General Convention 
Deputies or alternates. The study committee, in its report, suggested 
that “the Synod be changed into a body whose function is to study, 
in depth, the larger and most important issues which will be pre- 
sented to, and acted upon, at meetings of the General Convention 
. . . the Deputies to General Convention would be better able to 
participate in discussions, make decisions, and vote . . . would 
enable the Deputies . . . to be prepared to advance effective pro- 
posals in the General Convention (which) would more likely be a 
body which legislated for the Church, rather than being a body 
which generally agreed to, or disagreed from, certain matters pro- 
posed to it, for the most part by groups or individuals . . . mainly 
active in the task of carrying out programs rather than proposing 
them.” 


The preceding week, the Fifth Province Synod approved in prin- 
ciple a plan of re-organization along quite similar lines, with a 
Council composed of one Bishop, one Priest, and one Lay Person, 
from each Diocese, the latter two chosen from General Convention 
Deputies. It is to meet annually or biennially, to deal with national 
issues between the meetings of the General Convention and to be- 
come a regional agency for education and training of Church people 
on matters relating to public policies, ecumenical relations, and 
other matters. 


The Council of the Third Province, on October 20, 1966, ap- 
proved a study-committee recommendation that the Council and 
Synod be combined into one body, consisting of one Bishop, one 
Clerical member, and one or two Lay Persons, from each Diocese, 
which body should meet annually in the Spring. 


The Eighth Province Synod meeting in May, 1966, amended its 
Constitution and Ordinances so as to provide for a Synod meeting 
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at the place of, and immediately preceding, the General Conven- 
tion, consisting of all of the Bishops and the General Convention 
Deputies. A Program Council is authorized to conduct program- 
conferences. 


By contrast, the Fourth Province Synod was re-organized in 1963 
along departmental lines, with a Priest, Layman, and Lay Woman, 
representing corresponding diocesan departments, meeting annually 
to develop interest in, and concern for, the total program of the 
Church, through the systematic training of the diocesan leaders. 
At the meeting preceding the General Convention, the Deputies are 
invited to participate in a special program on major issues. 


Both the First and Seventh Provinces have abolished provincial 
departments and commissions. The First is organized with an Execu- 
tive Secretary, who serves in the fields of college work, finance, 
Mutual Responsibility, training, and personnel, Its Synod meets two 
out of three years, but its Council meets quarterly. 


Acting upon the report of a provincial study-committee, which 
observed that, with shorter biennial General Conventions, real work 
and authority might be assigned a Synod meeting in years between 
General Conventions, the 1966 Synod of the Seventh Province 
adopted a Resolution favoring continuation of the provincial sys- 
tem, “provided that canonical changes that tend to strengthen the 
Province as a vital element in the Church’s Mission are made by 
General Convention”’. 


The new Ninth Province was organized in 1966, with a small 
Synod meeting triennially, Common consultation and joint regional 
planning are of particular importance, in view of the Latin Ameri- 
can character of a majority of the member jurisdictions. 


The Sixth Province is in process of studying its structure and 
function. 
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REPORT OF THE TREASURER 


The General Convention of the Protestant Episeopal ‘Church 
in the United States of America: 


The Treasurer presents the following statement of receipts, ex- 
penditures, and fund balance, for the triennium ended August 15, 
1967, preceded by the opinion of our independent accountants and 
auditors, Peat, Marwick, Mitchell & Co. 


PEAT, MARWICK, MITCHELL & CO. 


CERTIFIED PUBLIC ACCOUNTANTS 
SEVENTY PINE STREET 
NEw YorRK, NEw York 10005 


ACCOUNTANT’S REPORT 


The General Convention of the Protestant Episcopal 
Church in the United States of America: 


We have examined the statement of receipts, expenditures and 
fund balance of The General Convention of the Protestant Episcopal 
Church in the United States of America for the three years ended 
August 15, 1967. Our examination was made in accordance with 
generally accepted auditing standards, and accordingly included such 
tests of the accounting records and such other auditing procedures 
as we considered necessary in the circumstances. 


In our opinion, the accompanying statement of receipts, expendi- 
tures and fund balance presents fairly the recorded cash transactions 
of The General Convention of the Protestant Episcopal Church in 
the United States of America for the three years ended August 15, 
1967, on a basis consistent with that of the preceding period. The 
supplementary data included in Schedule 1 have been subjected to 
the same auditing procedures and, in our opinion, are stated fairly 
in all material respects when considered in conjunction with the 
basic financial statement. 


/s/ Peat, Marwick, Mitchell & Co. 


New York, N.Y. 
August 17, 1967 
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THE GENERAL CONVENTION OF THE 
PROTESTANT EPISCOPAL CHURCH IN THE 
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA 


STATEMENT OF RECEIPTS, EXPENDITURES AND FUND BALANCE 
THREE YEARS ENDED AUGUST 15, 1967 


Receipts: 
Budgetary: 
Assessments! 28 too cco see ee ee er eth $597,325.43 
Sales of Journal, Constitution & Canons, and Reports ... 15,525.50 
Interest iicsc..: osc A Ae RE Roe eT Ae i ne 18,847.21 
631,698.14 
Non-budgetary: 
Evangelism service offering—net ........ S359 
Gift for Ecumenical Relations .......... 1,000.00 1,311.59 
633,009.73 


Expenditures (Schedule 1): 


BUG Setary Ss ee ee 610,774.79 
INON-bDUd retary Meat ee eee er ene 1,311.59 612,086.38 
Excess of receipts over expenditures .............. 20,923.35 


Fund balance: 


Beginning" Of period st, nea i ene ee ere 140,627.35 

ENC Of PeLiOd Bert eee: et eat ce Ene eee eae $161,550.70 
Balance consisting of: 

Cash in. banks (including $125,000.00 in time-deposits) .. . 161,557.74 

Lesssunremitted*payroll taxes@ ene. eae. Saacenh.- 7.04 


$161,550.70 
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EXPENDITURES 
(Schedule 1) 
THREE YEARS ENDED AUGUST 15, 1967 


BUDGETARY: 
Presiding Bishop: 
SHIGA 0c. eos ASPEN oan Pho es thes Sa CR es Oe Bee $ 67,500.00 
ChnrchePensionshunditys «rere. ra" BM era ed, 12,150.00 
IDISCEEHONAT Va UNG on tat Hote on ' ctob ea. conga caterer ta? 30,000.00 
[ASST Base! 55a: & PR oe tate i eR MR 9,000.00 
WUC AVCIMER A hele fein che nucee: eS SEN PION Be aR 12,507.59 
EEXPYCTISC er ER IT Ley Con ttt ee Abie bck hee EME 9,000.00 
Stenographicune Dart ei et an ew ren a ea ee 15,000.00 
Moving expenses: 
Retiring Presiding Bishop ............. $ 1,261.63 
Presiding Bishop-Elect ................ 5,548.92 6,810.55 
Installation of new Presiding Bishop ................. 5,550.84 
167,518.98 
Disability allowance—retired Presiding Bishop .......... 16,000.00 
Retiring allowance—retired Bishops ................... 26,926.18 
Seaburys ousesmamtenance: 2.....4. oa. es wore eee. 31,250.00 
Travel of Bishops and other Clergy to Consecrations of 
Missionary, VBISHODS. «ou...» . See AO rae 231.00 
House of Bishops: 
Secretary: 
Sal ay A eh ne ee aw ote A Rh fio 3,650.00 
Church) Pension-Fund ...........012.5.- 517.50 
Travel and office expense .............. ry 3,522.77 
Assistant secretaries: 
SalaricS@iyey yeas aioe i ik en Rees 600.00 
PE TAVelW WORN SI. ok won ee eee 580.13 
Committee on Pastoral Counselling ...... 32,326.58 
GContingenttynd page roe enn ee ae 10,253.35 51,450.33 
House of Deputies: 
President and Vice-President—travel and 
OMICe EXPENSE eerste ck ee le see ie el es 2,300.62 
Secretary: 
Salar Viger tee rte bites eee Cee Fe 4,800.00 
Church Pension Fund ............... a 720.00 
iTavel deere ricer hale ec. CU ee ae 484.50 
Officesexpenses.. ..c.2 ore oan ss RRO 4,699.91 
Assistant secretaries: 
Salariesiecee erence tte cairn Men ite apa 900.00 
PRE AV clit uae Re aan SDF pada MSN See 1,209.76 15,114.79 
Historiographer: 
Salary mericrtocns Senet eee el easter EA «os 600.00 
@hurchyPension Bund ge 6.2. ca chon ee 52.50 
EEXDENSESia Pe Me Sosa) Ciseo ai sonal oe teens 300.00 
952.50 


@arriedstOLward esate re is oaks sis creel chen are $309,443.78 
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EXPENDITURES, Continued 
(Schedule 1 continued) 


BUDGETARY, continued: 


Broucht forward’: 2.2... hs aac oe as he eee $309,443.78 
Registrar: 
Sal arya fe ca ert Beige ee ee re ae $ 1,750.00 
Church Pension Fund .................. 247.50 
EXPenseS 22 ahi Aare oe a ne 3,003.24 5,000.74 
Custodian, Book of Common Prayer ...................- 642.70 
Recorder. of Ordinationsae, 44.4. ee oe eee 4,995.26 
Treasurer: 
Salary Ot cee etek etn tua ee eee 3,600.00 
Expenses £2-195.0. #2. cdi henasi ne See 2,455.51 6,055.51 
Committees, commissions and societies: 
IAUdIty Ses mos eee ee 750.00 
Constitutions and Canons ............... 1,210.00 
Ecumenical Relations. ..0.4.8. sieseee%.. 25% 39,572.71 
Education for Holy Orders .............. 10,126.36 
Van gelism aes Aekcnie wesc mc eae ae 6,196.05 
Expenses Sc .ayrcstorcary hk RELOL ee. 4,019.63 
General Convention Arrangements ....... 3,619.72 
General Convention Structure and 
Organizations sora ect es ae ee 4,800.00 
Healings Ministrve. Crm: be bn een 2,086.18 
HistoricalgSocietyn.. Re wcte. 6 cnas ac ee 54,000.00 
Phuman (AWA g Soi ics: poe cutie altece wre 2,932.59 
Mutual Responsibility’ 7... 6.2. .2.5..--8 36,000.00 
Music: Ames os eke Sond ae ee oe 7,000.00 
Programpand@Budsetacn cnc eo eee 10,999.03 
Partnership Plan (Quotas) .............. 1,636.66 
RCS eee eee as Ou hy ir ede eo 213.60 
Standing Liturgical Committee ........... 12,000.00 
Staterofithe Ghurches se a 941.00 
Women Church Workers ................ 2,012.68 200,116.21 
General Convention Expense ..................+-..0-: 5,832.45 
HostiDioceseme were: ook conc ee oe ee ee ee 15,856.38 
Printing—Journal, Constitution & Canons, and Reports ... 62,624.44 
Contingentefundiee | <98 0) terres a ern apes at ee ee 207.32 
Total budgetary expenditures ................... $610,774.79 


NON-BUDGETARY: 
Special receipts transmitted to: 
The Presiding Bishop’s Fund for World Relief ........ 311.59 
World: Councilgof Churches’) -5 4) ae Pee 1,000.00 


Total non-budgetary expenditures ............... $ 1,311.59 
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ANNEX 


The budget for the triennium amounted to $622,280.06; and 
general expenditures, $610,774.79, were under the budget-amount 
by $11,505.27 (1.85%). 


Disbursements against thirty-two of the sixty-three expense-items 
were less than the appropriations by $48,686.01 (7.82% of the 
total budget). Disbursements for twelve items exceeded the appro- 
priations by $41,050.74 (6.60% of the total budget). Three ap- 
propriations totaling $3,870.00 (0.62% ), were not drawn upon. 


The excess expenditures are listed as follows: 


Budget Disbursed Over 
Presiding Bishop, Travel ....... $ 12,000.00 $ 12,507.59 $ 507.59 
Moving Expense, Presiding 
Bishop-Elect ............... 5,000.00* 5,548.92 548.92 


Installation, New Presiding Bishop 3,500.00* 5,550.84 2,050.84 
House of Deputies, Assistant 


Secretaries, Travel .......... 1,200.00 1,209.76 9.76 
Recorder of Ordinations ....... 4,707.00 4,995.26 288.26 
Ecumenical Relations ......... 25,000.008 39,572.71 14,572.71 
Evyancelisininn. mires oe Ce 6,000.00» 6,196.05 196.05 
General Convention, 

Arrangements —.:.-2. 2,500.00* 3,619.72 1,119.72 
General Convention, Structure .. 4,000.00¢ 4,800.00 800.00 
IMEUSIC Whew Se sess dM os) tons: 3 6,000.004 7,000.00 1,000.00 
General Convention Expense ... 5,000.00* 5,832.45 832.45 
Printing Journal, Constitution 

& Canons, and Reports ...... 43,500.00* 62,624.44 19,124.44 





$118,407.00 $159,457.74 $41,050.74 





*Estimated 


a: Additional $10,000.00 approved by Joint Committee on Expenses, plus $5,000.00 
additional approved by the Presiding Bishop and the Chairman of the Joint Com- 
mittee on Expenses. 


Approved by the Presiding Bishop and the Chairman of the Joint Committee on Expenses: 
b; Additional $1,500.00. 

c: Additional $800.00. 

d: Additional $1,000.00. 


Charges to the House of Bishops Contingent Fund, approved by 
the Presiding Bishop, were as follows: 


- Sub-committees and special Committees ............... $ 8,105.07 
(Rastoralel ctters (1964) 5. eee re As «aero ns  eneye ms 1,164.18 
AEOIITINIFLCCROLENING re its, Pe le ie Rann ee ener tericns 257.98 
Miscellaneous (including guests of the House or of the 

RresidingwBiSHOp)) setae petaxns's pin. Prine ita Aree 726.12 


$10,253.35 
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Charges to the General Contingent Fund, approved by the Chair- 
man of the Joint Committee on Expenses, were as follows: 


Special Committee to Draft Amendments to the 
CORSEIWEOM oc coy ee ia caw ee Sa $207.32 


The amounts disbursed for retiring-allowances to retired Bishops, 
$26,926.18, were $6,744.38 less than the appropriation, because 
of two deaths. 


The three former Missionary Districts in Brazil were officially 
transferred to the new Brazilian Episcopal Church. Accordingly, 
their General Convention assessements for 1965, totaling $430.92, 
were cancelled. 


The former Missionary District of Cuba is now an autonomous 
Diocese of Cuba within the Anglican Communion, by action of the 
House of Bishops, and therefore its 1967 assessment, $164.92, was 
cancelled. 


It is a pleasure to report that all Dioceses and Missionary Dis- 
tricts, beyond those mentioned above, have paid their assessments 
in full for the years 1965, 1966, and 1967. 


To the Presiding Bishop, the officers of both Houses, the Assistant 
Treasurer, the Joint Committee on Expenses, and the Joint Com- 
mittee on Audit, the Treasurer expresses his appreciation for as- 
sistance and many courtesies. 


RICHARD P. KENT, JR., Treasurer 
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REPORT 
of the 
JOINT COMMITTEE ON AUDIT 


In accordance with the provisions of Joint Rule 14, the Joint 
Committee on Audit was constituted by the appointment of the fol- 
lowing members: 


Rt. Rev. Frederic C. Lawrence, D.D. 
Rev. Alexander D. Stewart of Rhode Island 
Charles F. Bound of New York 


The Committee organized, with Bishop Lawrence as Chairman, 
Mr. Bound as Vice-Chairman, and the Rev. Mr. Stewart as Secre- 
tary. No meetings were held during the triennium, all work having 
been handled by correspondence; but the Committee has met with 
representatives of the accounting firm, and has discussed its Report 
and the general accounting procedure, as on previous occasions. 


In compliance with Canon 1, Sec. 5(a), the Joint Committee 
directed that the accounting firm of Peat, Marwick, Mitcheil and 
Co., be engaged to audit the account of the Treasurer for the trien- 
nium ending August 15, 1967. 


No other matters have come before the Joint Committee. 


The Accountants’ Report has been received and will be presented 
with the Report of the Treasurer as heretofore. 


RECOMMENDATIONS 


1. The Joint Committee offers the following Resolution: 
Resolved, the House of Bishops concurring, That the Report 
of the Treasurer of General Convention and the Accountants’ 
Report for the triennium ended August 15, 1967, be accepted. 
2. The Joint Committee offers the following Resolution: 
Resolved, the House of Bishops concurring, That the clos- 
ing sentence of Canon 1, Sec. 5(a), be amended by deleting 
the words “a committee acting under its authority”, and sub- 
stituting therefor the words “the Joint Committee on Ex- 
penses”. The said sentence as so amended would then read 
as follows: 

His account shall be rendered triennially to the Conven- 
tion, and shall be audited at the direction of the Joint 
Committee on Expenses. 

3. The Joint Committee offers the following Resolution: 
Resolved, the House of Bishops concurring, That present 
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Joint Rule 14 be rescinded and that the following be substi- 
tuted therefor: 

14. There shall be, as part of the Joint Committee on 
Expenses, a Sub-Committee on Audit, appointed at each 
General Convention, to direct a periodic audit of the ac- 
counts of the Treasurer of the General Convention and to 
serve as an Advisory Committee to co-operate with the 
Treasurer of the General Convention. The Sub-Committee 
on Audit shall present its Report to the House of Deputies 
at each triennial meeting of the General Convention, as part 
of the report of the Joint Committee on Expenses. 

4. The Joint Committee offers the following Resolution: 

Resolved, the House of Bishops concurring, That the sum of 

$1,200.00 be appropriated for the Sub-Committee on Audit 
for its work during the ensuing triennium. 


FINANCIAL REPORT 


Receipts 
Appropriated by General Convention ............. $1,000.00 
Disbursements 
Professional Services, Peat, Marwick, Mitchell & Co. . . 750.00 
Balance: Goes oes ate et ee ee oe a $ 250.00 


Frederic C. Lawrence, Chairman 
Charles F. Bound, Vice-Chairman 
Alexander D. Stewart, Secretary 
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APPENDIX 35 


REPORT OF THE JOINT COMMISSION ON 
WOMEN CHURCH WORKERS 


Membership 


By action of the Presiding Bishop and the President of the House 
of Deputies, the following were appointed members of the Joint 
Commission on Women Church Workers to serve during the tri- 
ennium 1964-1967: 


Rt. Rev. Norman L. Foote, $.T.D. 

Rt. Rev. Russell S. Hubbard, D.D. 

Rt. Rev. James W. Montgomery, S.T.D. 

Very Rev. Leslie Skerry Olsen, D.D., of Kansas 
Rev. Louis M. Hirshson, D.D., of Rochester 
Rev. Gardiner M. Day, D.D., of Massachusetts 
Mrs. Francis O. Clarkson of North Carolina 
Mrs. John F. Marshall of Washington 

Mrs. Richard T. Loring of Massachusetts 


Consultants to the Committee during the triennium have been 
Mrs. Robert N. Rodenmayer, Associate Executive Secretary of the 
Division of Christian Ministries; Mrs. Ernest E. Rucker, Associate 
Secretary of the General Division of Women’s Work; and Deaconess 
Ruth Johnson. 


The Commission met once during the triennium, at which meet- 
ing Bishop Foote was elected Chairman and Mrs. Loring Secretary. 


The Rev. Dr. Day, upon his retirement from the active ministry 
of the Church, and before the meeting of the Commission, resigned 
his membership thereon to the Chairman. Mrs. Clarkson was travel- 
ling in Europe at the time the Commission met, so her name is not 
subscribed to this Report. 


Inasmuch as the Joint Commission on Women Church Workers 
continues the work and concerns of the former Joint Commission on 
Deaconesses, it was felt appropriate that there be a formal relation- 
ship with the Order of Deaconesses. Deaconess Johnson, therefore, 
was asked to serve as an additional Consultant. 
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Survey of Operation of Canon 52 


The Commission conducted a survey of the jurisdictions of the 
Church concerning the use being made of Canon 52, adopted by the 
General Convention in 1964. The Canon provides for the certifica- 
tion of Women Church Workers. The Commission also investigated 
the provisions being made by the several jurisdictions for pensions, 
annuities, and medical insurance for such workers. 


It is apparent from the survey that approximately one-third of the 
jurisdictions are presently using the provisions of Canon 52. The 
Commission feels that the Canon should be in operation for at least 
another triennium before any changes in it are proposed. The sur- 
vey indicated, also, that provisions for pensions, annuities, and 
medical insurance are in force in less than a third of the Dioceses 
and Missionary Districts. And, of those providing such plans, only 
half of them provide adequate protection in this important area. 


The Commission would urge the use of Canon 52 in those juris- 
dictions which have not done so, with the primary purpose of 
strengthening the pastoral relationship between professional Women 
Workers and the Bishop as their chief pastor. 


Resolutions 


The Joint Commission recommends the adoption of the follow- 
ing Resolutions: 


1. Whereas, The Joint Commission on Women Church Work- 
ers believes that in modern times lay employees of the Church 
should receive pensions based on the salary earned during their 
last five years of employment prior to normal retirement and 
amounting to 50% of the average salary during that period, 
including Social Security benefits, and that employees who are 
within five years of normal retirement at the time of the com- 
mencement of a pension plan should receive a pension based 
upon their individual cases; therefore, be it 


Resolved, the House of _~___________ concurring, That 
the Dioceses and Missionary Districts accept the strong recom- 
mendation of the Joint Commission on Women Church Work- 
ers, and establish a pension plan for their lay employees, and 
that parishes be urged to consider such a plan for their lay 
employees. 
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2. Resolved, the House of ______ concurring, That 
the Joint Commission on Women Church Workers be con- 
tinued, to consist of three Bishops, three Presbyters, and three 
Lay Persons. 


3. Resolved, the House of _______ concurring, That 
the sum of $3,000.00 be appropriated to the Joint Commission 
on Women Church Workers for its expenses during the com- 
ing triennium. 


Financial Report 


Receipts 
Appropriation from the General Convention .......... $3,000.00 


Disbursements 


Expenses of members, housing, travel: 
Meeting, September 20-21, 1966, 


Chicagoalllinoisicw. . <... BOIMMOR tales, $1,183.08 
Promotional Materials, September, 1964, 

“Church Work Requires Training”... .... 829.60 
Fotal Disbursements (92 Tea ey ES eee 1 Ee: 2,012.68 
Unexpended'Balaticess: -aiiaities purty Pe. ee, $ 987.32 


Respectfully submitted, 
NORMAN L. Foote 
Louis M. HIRSHSON 
RUSSELL S. HUBBARD 
HELEN LORING 
CORNELIA MARSHALL 
JAMES W. MONTGOMERY 
LESLIE SKERRY OLSEN 


The Joint Commission on Women Church Workers calls attention 
to the annexed Progress Report presented to the House of Bishops 
at its meeting of October 23-27, 1966, at Wheeling, West Virginia, 
by the Special Committee to Study the Proper Place of Women in 
the Ministry of the Church. The subject matter of the Report is 
obviously pertinent to the concerns of the Joint Commission, which 
looks forward to further Reports of the Committee and to the dis- 
cussion of the matter by the Lambeth Conference of 1968. 
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ANNEX 


PROGRESS REPORT TO THE HOUSE OF BISHOPS 
from 


THE COMMITTEE TO STUDY THE PROPER PLACE OF 
WOMEN IN THE MINISTRY OF THE CHURCH 


October, 1966 


The creation of the Committee to Study the Proper Place of 
Women in the Ministry of the Church was authorized by the House 
of Bishops in September, 1965, and its members were subsequently 
appointed by the Presiding Bishop. The Committee consists of 


The Bishop of Rochester, Chairman 

Mrs. Irvin Bussing of California, Secretary 

The Bishop of New Hampshire 

The Bishop of Oklahoma 

Mrs. Charles M. Hawes III of the Virgin Islands 
Rev. Dr. Alden D. Kelley of Bexley Hall 

Mrs. Theodore O. Wedel of New York. 


Of the women serving on the Committee, one has been an 
executive in public relations and advertising, another has been en- 
gaged in professional Church work for many years, both in this 
Church and on an ecumenical level, and the third has recently re- 
ceived a Bachelor of Divinity degree. 


The Committee presents this preliminary Report, indicating the 
direction of its thinking and making some initial recommendations 
to the House of Bishops. 
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SCOPE AND URGENCY 


The Committee presents this preliminary Report, indicating the 
the place of women in the Church’s Ministry demands the facing of 
the question of whether or not women should be considered eligible 
for ordination to any and all Orders of that Ministry. No one would 
deny that women are part of the lay ministry of the Church, and 
the Committee does not think that another examination of the 
status of Deaconesses alone would do justice to the matter. 


The Committee is convinced that a number of factors give the 
question a new urgency, require a fresh and unprejudiced look at 
the whole issue, and warn against uncritical acceptance of beliefs, 
attitudes, and assumptions that have been inherited from the past 
and strongly persist at the present time. Three such factors seem 
especially important: 


a. The growing place of women in professional, business, 
and public life, in medicine, in teaching, in politics and govern- 
ment, in the Armed Forces, even in high executive positions 
within this Church. 


b. The development of new forms of ministry that permit 
greater flexibility and call for many more specialized skills than 
is the case when the ministry is limited largely to one priest in 
charge of one parish, a generalist rather than a specialist. As 
one member of the Committee put it, “We need to stop talk- 
ing or thinking of the ministry as though it were a single uni- 
tary vocation. Rather, we need to think of the many functions 
of ministry which are needed today—the sacramental ministry, 
preaching, theological and Biblical research, teaching, pastoral 
work and counseling, social service, etc. In an age of specializa- 
tion and of a tremendous explosion of knowledge we must 
face the fact that no one person can possibly be adequate in 
all these areas. . . . We need to encourage specialization ac- 
cording to a person’s gifts and interests and organize our 
corporate life to use specialists.” This fact requires considera- 
tion of how women may be used in a changing and increasingly 
specialized ministry. 


c. The growing importance of the issue in ecumenical rela- 
tionships. The question is being discussed in many parts of 
the Anglican Communion. . . . The initiation of a study of the 
experiences of ordained women was urged by the World Con- 
ference on Church and Society, meeting at Geneva in the 
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Summer of 1966. In this country, the Consultation on Church 
Union has reached the point of considering the drafting of a 
plan of union, involving this Church and a number of others 
that now admit women to the ordained ministry, and the ques- 
tion of the ordination of women in such a united Church ob- 
viously must be faced as the negotiations proceed. 


Nor does it seem that the question of the ordination of women 
in the Orthodox and Roman Churches can be regarded as finally 
and forever decided in the negative, particularly in view of other 
changes that have occurred, especially in the Roman Church. 


There is a sentence in one of the official documents of Vatican II 
that reads, ‘Since in our times women have an ever more active 
share in the whole life of society, it is very important that they partic- 
ipate more widely also in the various fields of the Church’s apos- 
tolate.” (The Documents of Vatican II, Walter M. Abbott, S. J., 
General Editor. Guild Press, New York. 1966, page 500.) The 
Archbishop of Durban, South Africa, Dr. Dennis Hurley, recently 
predicted that “there are going to be some fantastic developments” 
in the role of women in the Church. (See Christian Century, Sep- 
tember 15, 1966.) And in an interview with the Secretary of this 
Committee, given on October 11, 1966, the Rev. Dr. Hans Kiing, 
Professor in the University of Tiibingen (Germany) stated, “There 
are two factors to consider regarding the ordination of women to the 
Sacred Ministry of the Church. The first is that there are no dog- 
matic or biblical reasons against it. The second is that there are 
psychological and sociological factors to be considered. The solu- 
tion to the problem depends on the sociological conditions of the 
time and place. It is entirely a matter of cultural circumstances.” 


BURDEN OF PROOF 


The Committee has become increasingly convinced that the bur- 
den of proof is on the negative in this matter. 


For, to oppose the ordination of women is either to hold that the 
whole trend of modern culture is wrong in its attitude toward the 
place of women in society, or to maintain that the unique character 
of the ordained ministry makes that ministry a special case and 
justifies the exclusion of women from it. 
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REASONS GIVEN AGAINST THE 
ORDINATION OF WOMEN 


Mental and Emotional 


The alleged mental and emotional characteristics of women are 
said to make them unsuitable to serve as clergymen. Such arguments 
are never very clear, consistent, or precise. Sometimes, the weakness 
of women is stressed, despite the fact that women are healthier and 
live longer than men. Or, it is claimed that women think emotionally 
rather than rationally and that they over-personalize problems or de- 
cisions. 


The same sort of arguments could be used to show that women 
are unfit for almost any business, professional, or public responsi- 
bility. They were used against the admission of women to higher 
education, to the practice of medicine and law, and against women 
suffrage. They are still being used against the admission of women 
to the House of Deputies of the General Convention. 


None of these negative arguments has been borne out in any other 
walk of life. Women have proved to be capable, often brilliant, 
lawyers, statesmen, scientists, and teachers. They have enriched the 
practice of medicine, and politics have neither been redeemed nor 
debased by their participation. 


As experience has demonstrated, only experience can show the 
extent to which women might fulfill a useful role in the ordained min- 
istry, as well as ways in which their role might be different from the 
role of men. Here, as in other callings, women would need to be 
better than men in order to compete with them. 


Emil Brunner states, “It is absolutely impossible to put down in 
black and white, as a universal rule, which spheres of activity 
‘belong’ to women and which do not. This can only become clear 
through experience; and for this experience, first of all the field 
must be thrown open.” 


Because the field has not been thrown open, any judgment based 
on the Church’s experience with professional women workers is lim- 
ited and inadequate. With the highest respect for the contributions 
these women are now making, the Committee is convinced that an 
absolute bar at the level of ordination has a deterring effect upon the 
number of women of high quality who enter professional Church 
work or undertake theological study, and that this same bar places 
theologically trained women in a highly uncomfortable and anoma- 
lous position. 
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Marriage versus Ministry 


There is alleged the impossibility or impracticality of combining 
the vocation of a clergyman with domestic responsibilities, with 
marriage, as well as the bearing and care of children. Would it be 
possible for a wife and mother of a family to bring to the priesthood 
the required degree of commitment, concentration, and availability? 


First, it must be said that many women choose careers and never 
marry, others combine marriage and careers. The Church recognizes 
that the latter is an entirely legitimate vocation, both in the secular 
world and in the Church itself. 


Secondly, the question of married women is partly answered by 
the fact that married men are permitted to serve as bishops, priests, 
and deacons in the Anglican Communion. Such permission implies 
an acknowledgment of the strong claims that the wife and family of 
a married clergyman rightfully have upon his time, his money, and 
the conduct of his vocation. All would grant that a clergyman has a 
duty, as well as a right, to take into account his wife’s health, or his 
children’s education, in considering a call, in negotiating about his 
salary, in determining his standard of living and the amount of 
money he will give away. 


While other, and perhaps more serious, problems might exist for a 
woman who wished to combine ordination with marriage, the Com- 
mission is by no means convinced that such a combination would not 
prove practical in many instances. Even such demanding professions 
as teaching and medicine are finding ways of using skilled and 
trained married women with children, both on a part-time and a full- 
time basis. Many intelligent women find that they are better wives 
and mothers by combining an outside calling with the care of a fam- 
ily. Many also can look forward to years of full-time professional 
work after their children are grown. 


The Commission would ask whether the leadership of the Church 
does not possess resourcefulness and imagination similar to that dis- 
played by other institutions in using married women, if not often as 
ministers in charge of parishes, yet as assistants, or for the special- 
ized types of ministry that are sure to develop much more rapidly in 
the future. It is thought unlikely that any great number of women 
would seek ordination, considering the very real difficulties involved. 
But difficulty is not impossibility, and at the least there need be no 
fear that women will “take over” the Church. 
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Theological Arguments 


Then there are certain theological objections which seem to the 
Committee to present a strange mixture of tradition and superstition. 


Biblical 


Some of the objections rest on a rather literal approach to the 
Bible and fail to take into account the degree to which the Bible is 
conditioned by the circumstances of its time. It is not necessary to 
dwell upon the Creation Story, in which woman is created after man 
and taken from him, nor be influenced by the fact that women were 
excluded from the covenant-relation of God with Israel, any more 
than one would support polygamy or slavery because both have clear 
sanction in the Old Testament. Nor is one moved by the familiar 
argument that our Lord chose only men to be his apostles. Any 
sound doctrine of the Incarnation must take full account of the ex- 
tent to which Jesus lived and thought within the circumstances and 
environment of his own time. To deny such facts is to deny the full 
humanity of Jesus and to subscribe to a grotesque Docetism. Our 
Lord did choose women as close associates, even if he did choose 
men as the transitional leaders of the new Israel. The Committee 
also believes that St. Paul, as well as the authors of Ephesians and 
the Pastoral Epistles, were sharing in the passing assumptions of 
their own time, as well as advising wise strategy for the First Century 
Church, in recommending that women keep silent at services, cover 
their heads, and be subordinate to their husbands; just as St. Paul 
thought it wise to send a run-away slave back to his master. Much 
more permanent and basic are St. Paul’s words, “There is neither 
Jew nor Greek .. . slave nor free . . . male nor female; for you all 
are one in Christ Jesus.” 


Image of God 


Then, there is a cluster of theological objections based on the 
assumption that the female is a less true or complete image of God 
than the male; and that, therefore, woman is less capable, or is quite 
incapable, of representing God to man and man to God in the priest- 
hood, and of receiving the indelible grace of Holy Orders. 


This line of reasoning has a number of curious sources. In the 
Bible, God is thought and spoken of as “‘he’’, for the most part, as 
would be entirely natural in a culture first militant and warlike, 
always patriarchal, and with a developing monotheism. Even so, God 
can be compared with a mother who comforts her child. 
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Jesus Christ was born a man. Obviously, God’s unique child would 
need to be born either a man or woman; and, again, in a patriarchal 
culture, only a man could fulfill the role of Messiah, Lord, or Son of 
God. When one calls God personal, one can mean no more than that 
human personality is the best clue we have to the nature of God. 
Perhaps male personality is a better clue than female personality in 
a masculine-dominated society, but who would presume to project 
such sexual differentiation upon the very nature of God? The first of 
the Anglican Articles of Religion states that God is “without body, 
parts, or passions”. To call God “he”, implies no more than to call 
the entire human race “man” or “mankind”. 


The view that the female is a less true or complete image of God 
than the male is sometimes still supported by a tradition coming from 
Aristotle and St. Thomas Aquinas, which holds that woman is an 
incomplete human being, “a defective and/or misbegotten male”. 
This tradition was based upon the pre-scientific biology which held 
that woman was an entirely passive partner in reproduction. On this 
subject, the Rev. Dr. Leonard Hodgson has commented, “We should 
be unwise to base our theological conclusions on notions of a pre- 
scientific biology which has never heard of genes or chromosomes.” 


Emotional and Psychological Pressures 


The Commission is also aware that all the intellectual arguments 
against the ordination of women are connected with and reflect 
strong emotional and psychological pressures. These pressures may 
point to profound truth about men and women and their relationship 
to each other. Or, they may reflect magical notions of priesthood and 
Sacraments that linger on in the most sophisticated minds. Or, they 
may reflect the fact that our deepest emotional experiences in the 
life of the Church, experiences often associated with the birth and 
baptism of children, maturity and Confirmation, worship and Sacra- 
ments, the pastoral ministry in times of crisis, joy and sorrow, are 
all closely associated with an episcopate and a priesthood that is ex- 
clusively male. Or, they may illustrate the sad fact that historical 
and psychological circumstances frequently make the Church the 
last refuge of the fearful and the timid in a changing world and that, 
the more rapidly the world changes, the stronger become the pres- 
sures to keep the Church safe and unchanged. Or, they may repre- 
sent a threat to the present ordained ministers, to their wives, to lay 
men or lay women. The Commission is disturbed by the scorn, the 
indifference, the humorless levity, that is occasioned by the question 
of seating women in the House of Deputies, let alone their admission 
to ordination. 
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Finally, one cannot place much weight upon the common opinion 
that women themselves do not wish to be ordained. Who knows? 
Most women obviously do not, just as most men do not wish to be- 
come clergymen. But some women do. Kathleen Bliss has written, 
“This is not a woman’s question, it is a Church question.” The 
Church’s answer must be determined, not primarily by what is good 
for woman, but what is good for the Church. 


RECOMMENDATIONS 


Upon the basis, then, of its work up to now, the Commission 
makes the following proposals: 


¢ That the Lambeth Conference of 1968 be asked to study the 
question of the ministry of women again in a fresh and thorough 
manner. 


The fact that Lambeth has dealt with the question before is hardly 
decisive. In 1920, the Lambeth Conference condemned contracep- 
tion; in 1930, it gave it rather grudging approval; but, in 1958, it 
implied that family-planning was a marital decision. 


¢ That this Committee be continued, or that a similar one be ap- 
pointed by the Presiding Bishop, to carry forward the study of the 
proper place of women in the ministry of the Church, keeping 
abreast of new developments and the wealth of new material appear- 
ing on the subject, and reporting any significant trends to this House, 
to the Presiding Bishop, and, through him, to those responsible for 
preparing for the Lambeth Conference. 


¢ That the Committee be asked to communicate with other 
groups in the Anglican Communion making similar studies. 


¢ That the Joint Commission on Ecumenical Relations be asked 
to explore the implications of the issue in its negotiations and con- 
versations with other Christian Churches, Protestant, Orthodox, and 
Roman, and that the studies of the Committee be made available to 
them for such purpose. 
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e That the Committee be asked to collaborate with the Division 
of Christian Ministries of the Executive Council, with the Committee 
now studying theological education under the chairmanship of the 
President of Harvard University, with the Joint Commission on 
Education for Holy Orders, and with the Joint Commission on 
Women Church Workers, and that this last Commission be com- 
mended and encouraged in its efforts to improve the training, canoni- 
cal and professional status, and compensation of the lay women now 
engaged in professional Church work or who shall be so engaged 
in the future. 
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APPENDIX 36 


AMENDMENTS TO THE CONSTITUTION 
PROPOSED TO THE 61st GENERAL CONVENTION 
AND TO BE ACTED UPON BY THE 62nd 
GENERAL CONVENTION 


The 61st General Convention, meeting in St. Louis, Missouri, 
October 12-23, 1964, proposed six amendments to the Constitution. 
By Resolution, in each instance, the amendments were directed to 
be sent to the Ecclesiastical Authority of each Diocese and Mis- 
sionary District and of the Convocation of American Churches in 
Europe, and to the Secretaries of the several Diocesan Conventions 
and of the Convocations of the several Missionary Districts and the 
American Churches in Europe, to the end that the said proposed 
amendments might be made known to the said Conventions and 
Convocations. 


Pursuant to Article XI. of the Constitution, the Secretary of the 
General Convention has duly conveyed the proposed amendments, 
by registered mail, to the said Ecclesiastical Authorities and to the 
Secretaries of record. Signed receipts therefor have been received 
and preserved. In addition, certificates that the proposed amend- 
ments have been, in fact, made known to the several Conventions 
and Convocations have been received from all but a few of the said 
Secretaries. 


The proposed amendments, as follows, are now, therefore, to be 
acted upon by this 62nd General Convention. 


1. PREAMBLE TO THE CONSTITUTION 


Resolved, the House of _______ concurring, That a Preamble be 
added to the Constitution, the same to be an integral part of the 
Constitution, which Preamble shall read as follows: 


PREAMBLE 


The Protestant Episcopal Church in the United States of 
America, otherwise known as The Episcopal Church (which 
name is hereby recognized as also designating the Church), 
is a constituent member of the Anglican Communion, a 
Fellowship within the One, Holy, Catholic, and Apostolic 
Church, of those duly constituted Dioceses, Provinces, and 
regional Churches in communion with the See of Canterbury, 
upholding and propagating the historic Faith and Order as 
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set forth in the Book of Common Prayer. This Constitution, 
adopted in General Convention in Philadelphia in October, 
1789, as amended in subsequent General Conventions, sets 
forth the basic Articles for the government of this Church, and 
of its overseas missionary jurisdictions. — 


2. ARTICLE I., SECTION 3, PARAGRAPH 2 


Resolved, the House of _______ concurring, That the second 
paragraph of Section 3 of Article I. of the Constitution be amended, 
so that Article I., Section 3, Paragraph 2, shall read as follows: 


But if the Presiding Bishop of the Church shall resign his 
office as such, or if by reason of infirmity he shall become 
disabled, or in case of his death, the Bishop who, according 
to the Rules of the House of Bishops, becomes its Presiding 
Officer, shall (unless the date of the next General Convention 
is within three months) immediately call a special meeting of 
the House of Bishops, to elect a member thereof to be the 
Presiding Bishop. The certificate of election on the part of 
the House of Bishops shall be sent by the Presiding Officer 
to the Standing Committees of the several Dioceses, and if a 
majority of the Standing Committees of all the Dioceses shall 
concur in the election, the Bishop elected shall become the 
Presiding Bishop of the Church. 


3. ARTICLE I., SECTION 7 


Resolved, the House of _______ concurring, That Section 7 of 
Article I. of the Constitution be amended by changing the words 
‘National Council”, where such words first appear in said Section, 
to read “Executive Council”; so that the latter portion of said 
Section shall read as follows: 


. . . but if there shall appear to the Presiding Bishop, acting 
with the advice and consent of the Executive Council of the 
Church or of a successor canonical body having substantially 
the powers now vested therein, sufficient cause for changing 
the place or date so appointed, he, with the advice and consent 
of such body, shall appoint another place or date, or both, for 
such meeting. Special meetings may be provided for by Canon. 
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4. ARTICLE II., NEW SECTION 8 


Resolved, the House of — concurring, That a new Section, 
to be numbered Section 8, be added to Article II. of the Constitu- 
tion, to read as follows (the present Sec. 8 being renumbered as 
Sec..9): 





Sec. 8. A Bishop exercising jurisdiction as the Ordinary, 
or as the Bishop Coadjutor, of a Diocese or Missionary Dis- 
trict, may be elected as Bishop, Bishop Coadjutor, or Suffragan 
Bishop, of another Diocese, or may be elected by the House of 
Bishops as a Missionary Bishop; Provided, that he shall have 
served not less than five years in his present jurisdiction; and 
Provided always, that before acceptance of such election he 
shall tender to the House of Bishops his resignation of his 
jurisdiction in the Diocese in which he is then serving, subject 
to the required consents of the Bishops and Standing Com- 
mittees of the Church, and also, if he be a Bishop Coadjutor, 
his right of succession therein, and such resignation, and re- 
nunciation of the right of succession in the case of a Bishop 
Coadjutor, shall be consented to by the House of Bishops. 


5. ARTICLE V., NEW SECTION 8 


Resolved, the House of ______. concurring, That Article V. of 
the Constitution be, and is hereby, amended by the addition, at the 
end thereof, of a new section to be numbered Section 8, the same 
to read as follows: 


SEc. 8. By mutual agreement between the Conventions of 
two adjoining Dioceses, consented to by the Ecclesiastical 
Authority of each Diocese, a portion of the territory of one of 
said Dioceses may be ceded to the other Diocese, such cession 
to be considered complete upon approval thereof by the 
General Convention or by a majority of Bishops having juris- 
diction in the United States and of the standing Committees 
of the Dioceses in accordance with the Canons of this Church. 
Thereupon the part of the territory so ceded shall become a 
part of the Diocese accepting the same. The provisions of 
Section 3 of this Article V. shall not apply in such case and 
the Bishop and Bishop Coadjutor, if any, of the Diocese ceding 
such territory shall continue in their jurisdiction over the re- 
mainder of such Diocese and the Bishop and Bishop Coadjutor, 


. 
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if any, of the Diocese accepting cession of such territory shall 
continue in jurisdiction over such Diocese and shall have juris- 
diction in that part of the territory of the other Diocese that 
has been so ceded and accepted. 


6. ARTICLE IX., PARAGRAPHS 6 AND 7 


Resolved, the House of ______ concurring, That Article IX. of 
the Constitution be amended, so that the sixth paragraph shall read, 


None but a Bishop shall pronounce sentence of suspension, 
or removal, or deposition from the Ministry, on any Bishop, 
Presbyter, or Deacon; and none but a Bishop shall admonish 
any Bishop, Presbyter, or Deacon. 


and that the seventh, or last, paragraph shall read, 


A sentence of suspension shall specify on what terms or 
conditions and at what time the suspension shall cease. A 
sentence of suspension may be remitted in such manner as 
may be provided by Canon. 


Part V 


SUPPLEMENTS 





A. Special Meeting of the House of Bishops, 1965. 
B. Special Meeting of the House of Bishops, 1966. 
C. Rules of Order of the House of Bishops. 

D. Rules of Order of the House of Deputies. 





SUPPLEMENT A 





SPECIAL MEETING 
OF THE 
HOUSE OF BISHOPS 
1965 


—— 


EAst GLACIER LODGE 
East GLACIER, MONTANA. 
TUESDAY, SEPTEMBER 7, 1965 


Pursuant to the call of the Presiding Bishop and by Resolution of 
this House at the General Convention in 1964, the House of Bishops 
met in Special Session at East Glacier Lodge, East Glacier, Mon- 
tana, on Tuesday morning, September 7, 1965. 


The Presiding Bishop took the chair. 


The Suffragan Bishop of Oregon read a Lesson from the Holy 
Scriptures. 


The Presiding Bishop conducted the devotions of the House. 


Official Call 
The Secretary read the call for the Special Meeting: 


7 August 19, 1965 
Dear Bishop: 


The House of Bishops is called to meet in Special Session at the East 
Glacier Lodge, East Glacier, Montana, beginning at 9:30 a.m. on Tues- 
day, September 7th, 1965. It is hoped that adjournment will be possible 
by Friday, September 10th, at noon. The agenda will include the 
following: 


1. Report of the Committee on the Study and Survey of the Mis- 
sionary District of Western Kansas as requested for this meeting by 
this House at St. Louis in 1964. Under the Rules of Order of the 
House of Bishops you are advised that the House should be prepared 
for an election should the Committee so recommend and the House 
so vote and that all Bishops should bring their vestments with them. 


2. Presentation of various Memorials and Petitions to this House 
pertaining to the Status of Deaconesses in the Church. 


3. Report on a proposed canon for the election of Bishops of over- 
seas jurisdictions, as developed by the Overseas Committee in con- 
sultation with Bishops of overseas jurisdictions, pursuant to action 
of this House at St. Louis in 1964. 


4. Report of the Mutual Responsibility Commission. 
1 
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5. Report of the Joint Commission on Evangelism. 
6. Report of the Joint Commission on Ecumenical Relations. 


7. Any additional matters of importance to this House or to the 
Church which may be brought before the House at this time. 


Sincerely, 


ALEXANDER M. RODGER 
Secretary 


The roll was called and it was found that 118 bishops, being 
more than a quorum, were present. 


The Chair welcomed Bishops Juhan, Kirchhoffer, Harris, and 
Street, retired members of this House, to the meeting. 


The Chair announced with regret that the following members of 
the House had indicated their inability to be present: the Bishops 
of Albany, Central America, Fond du Lac, Harrisburg, New Hamp- 
shire, Rhode Island, Utah, Western Massachusetts, and Western 
New York; the Bishop Coadjutor of Louisiana; the Suffragan 
Bishops of Harrisburg, Long Island (Maclean), the Philippines 
(Longid), New York (Wetmore), South Florida (Hargrave), and 
the Suffragan Bishop for the Armed Forces; and Bishops Campbell 
(Robert E.), Fenner, Hobson, Lichtenberger, McNeil, Powell 
(Noble C.), Sherrill, and Stark (Dudley). 


On motion, the greetings of the House were sent to the above- 
named members. 


Necrology 


The Secretary read the names of those Bishops who had died 
since the last meeting of the House of Bishops, to wit: 


The Rt. Rev. Reginald Mallett, D.D., S.T.D., Retired Bishop of 
Northern Indiana, died February 14, 1965. 


The Rt. Rev. Howard Rasmus Brinker, D.D., Retired Bishop of 
Nebraska, died May 19, 1965. 


The Rt. Rev. William Ambrose Brown, D.D., LL.D., Retired Bishop 
of Southern Virginia, died July 12, 1965. 


The Rt. Rev. James Moss Stoney, D.D., Retired Bishop of New 
Mexico and Southwest Texas, died July 19, 1965. 


The House stood while the Presiding Bishop offered prayer for 
the above-named former members. The Chair notified the House 
that committees had been appointed, in respect of each of the above, 
to prepare Memorials, which will be sent to the members of the 
bereaved families. 
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Presentation of New Bishops 


The Bishops recently consecrated and not yet presented were 
now presented to the House, as follows: 


The Bishop Coadjutor of Puerto Rico, the Rt. Rev. Francisco Reus- 
Bree: presented by the Bishop of Haiti and the Bishop of the Virgin 
slands. 


The Bishop of North Dakota, the Rt. Rev. George Theodore Masuda, 
presented by the Bishop of Idaho and the Bishop of Minnesota. 


The Bishop of Texas, the Rt. Rev. James Milton Richardson, LL.D., 
presented by the Bishop of Atlanta and the Bishop of Southern Virginia. 


The Suffragan Bishop of Oregon, the Rt. Rev. Hal Raymond Gross, 
presented by the Bishop of San Joaquin and the Bishop of Olympia. 


The Bishop of Taiwan, the Rt. Rev. James C. L. Wong, D.D., formerly 
Bishop of Jesselton, received into this Church and instituted since the 
General Convention, was likewise presented, by the Bishop of the 
Philippines and the Bishop of Honolulu. 


Changes of Status 


The Secretary announced the following changes of status of mem- 
bers of the House, to wit: 


The Rt. Rev. James Winchester Montgomery, S.T.D., D.D., from 
Suffragan Bishop to Bishop Coadjutor of the Diocese of Chicago, under 
date of April 27, 1965. 


The Rt. Rev. Francisco Reus-Froylan, from Bishop Coadjutor to 
Bishop of the Missionary District of Puerto Rico, under date of August 
1, 1965. 


The Rt. Rev. Thomas A. Fraser, Jr., D.D., from Bishop Coadjutor 
to Bishop of the Diocese of North Carolina, under date of July 8, 1965. 


Resignations 


The Secretary presented the resignations of the following mem- 
bers of the House, to wit: 


The Rt. Rev. Arnold M. Lewis, Bishop of Western Kansas, to become 
Suffragan Bishop for the Armed Forces, under Canon 43, Sec. 8 (a), 
effective January 31, 1965. 


The Rt. Rev. Richard H. Baker, Bishop of North Carolina, under 
Canon 43, Sec. 8 (b), to become effective July 8, 1965. 


The Rt. Rev. A. Ervine Swift, Bishop of Puerto Rico, under Canon 
42, Sec. 8 (f), to become effective August 1, 1965. 


(These resignations having already been acted upon by the House 
of Bishops, by mail, no further action was necessary.) 
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The Rt. Rev. Lyman C. Ogilby, Bishop of the Philippines, under 
Canon 42, Sec. 8 (f), to become effective May 1, 1967. : ; 
Referred to the Committee on Resignations of Bishops 


Memorials and Petitions 


The Chairman of the Committee on Dispatch of Business sub- 
mitted the following matters: 


Several Petitions and Memorials on Deaconesses. 
Referred to the Committee on Deaconesses 


A statement from several clergymen of the Diocese of Arizona with 
regard to the Bishop of California. 
Referred to the Theological Committee 


(The Chair announced that for this session, the Bishop of California 
would be excused from sitting on the Theological Committee and that 
the Bishop of Washington would sit in his place.) 


A Memorial from the congregations of the Church in Okinawa. 
Referred to the Committee on Overseas Missions 


Western Kansas 


The Bishop of Northwest Texas reported for the Committee on 
the Study and Survey of the Missionary District of Western Kansas, 
and presented the following Resolution: 


Whereas, The Committee created by Resolution of the House of 
Bishops to make a study and survey of the Missionary District of 
Western Kansas has unanimously decided to recommend to the House 
of Bishops that the present jurisdiction of Western Kansas be retained; 
therefore, be it 


Resolved, That the House of Bishops proceed, in due and canonical 
order, to the election of a Bishop for the Missionary District of Western 
Kansas. 


[The Bishop of Bethlehem rose to a point of privilege. He re- 
quested that the House exercise restraint in the matter going into 
executive session, stating his conviction that, in years past, many 
matters discussed in such sessions would have redounded to the 
greater benefit of the Church at large if they had been considered 
in open meeting.] 


The Bishop of West Virginia offered a Substitute to the Resolu- 
tion on the Missionary District of Western Kansas, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Presiding Bishop appoint another objective com- 
mittee, consisting of persons not presently living in the State of Kansas, 
to report to the next meeting of the House of Bishops. 


Substitute not adopted 
Resolution adopted 
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Committee on Hospitality Appointed 
The Chair appointed the following Committee on Hospitality: 
The Bishop of Southern Virginia. 
The Bishop of Liberia. 
The Bishop of Taiwan. 
Bishop Dean 
The Chair called upon the First Vice-President of the Executive 


Council, who introduced the Rt. Rev. Ralph Dean, Bishop of 
Cariboo and Anglican Executive Officer, to the House. 


Bishop Dean addressed the House and expressed gratitude for 
the support he has had from the American Church. He then spoke 
on the subject of “Mutual Responsibility and Inter-dependence in 
the Body of Christ” and the response to the document within the 
Anglican Communion. 


He was given a seat with voice in the House. 


Greetings to House 


The Chair recognized the host Bishop, the Bishop of Montana, 
who expressed the greetings of the Diocese, its people and its 
clergy, and welcomed the Bishops to Glacier National Park. 


The Chair called upon the Bishop of Montana to present the 
Honorable Ted James, Lieutenant Governor of Montana. Lt. Gov. 
James brought the greetings of the State of Montana to the House. 


The Pastoral 

The Bishop of Michigan reported for the Committee on the 
Pastoral. He stated that the Committee felt that Pastorals were not 
always in the best interest of the Church and that the Committee 
had received recommendations that “Position Papers”, shorter in 
length than Pastorals, might sometimes be more acceptable. 


It was moved by the Bishop of Southern Virginia that “Position 
Papers” be issued, in lieu of Pastorals, when occasions for such 
papers arise. 

Motion carried 
International Peace Committee 

The Bishop of Erie spoke as chairman of the Advisory Commit- 
tee of the Executive Council on International Peace. He reviewed 
the findings of the Committee on the subject of his recent visit to 
Vietnam, reminding the House that the purpose of the Committee 
is to keep the Church informed and to seek to give direction to the 
Church in the area of war and peace. 
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The Chair called upon Bishop Kirchhoffer, who led the House in 
noon-day prayers. 


On motion, the House recessed at 12:20 p.m., to reconvene at 
2:30 p.m. ‘ 


The House reconvened at 2:30 p.m., the Presiding Bishop in 
the chair. 


Placement of Clergymen of Minority Groups 


The Bishop of Michigan spoke on the subject of the procedures 
operative in the Church in the matter of the placement of clergy. 
American society, he stated, tends to operate in different racial 
worlds. This situation is tacitly accepted and even carries over into 
the life of the Church. The end-result of this is that clergymen of 
minority groups often find themselves “boxed in”. 


Bishop Emrich was granted the privilege of the House and intro- 
duced the Rev. Kenneth DeP. Hughes, Rector of St. Bartholomew’s 
Church, Cambridge, Massachusetts. The Rev. Mr. Hughes pre- 
sented a “declaration of concern”, which had been prepared by six 
Negro priests, and which dealt with the great need of a ministry in 
this Church that would accept individuals as individuals and not 
on a segregated pattern. 


The Bishop of Michigan then presented the following Resolution: 


Whereas, In 1961, the. General Convention adopted the following 
Resolution: 


“Resolved, That this Church, expressing penitence for marks of 
racial discrimination and segregation, both in Her past and present 
life and structure, take what steps She can to conform Herself to the 
reconciling -comprehensiveness of the Body of Christ, specifically 
recognizing ability in whomsoever it may be found; for example, in 
considering persons for positions at national, diocesan, and parochial 
levels here and abroad”; 


and 

Whereas, We need to implement what has been resolved; therefore, 
be it 

Resolved, That we urge the following specific actions upon the mem- 
bers of this House: 


1. That qualified Negro clergymen be included in appointments, 
wherever Bishops have authority to make such appointments, such as 
in diocesan missions, and in cathedral and other staff positions. 


2. That all Bishops recommend clergymen to vestries, for election 
as rectors, on the basis of merit, without regard to race or color, and 
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that Bishops encourage rectors and vestries needing curates to call 
Negro curates, especially to predominantly white churches. 


3. That all Bishops make appointments of Negro clergymen to 
diocesan positions of leadership, not oe in the field of 
Christian Social Relations. 


4. That the House of Bishops urge the Overseas Department to 
seek out Negroes for appointment in the overseas field. 


5. That all Bishops enlist Negro students for the priesthood in 
their Dioceses, with the understanding that they will have opportuni- 
ties for placement not limited to predominantly Negro parishes. 


6. That the House of Bishops urge the Executive Council specifi- 
cally to include Negroes in all recruitment programs for all profes- 
sional vocations in the Church. 


7. That all Bishops having to do with appointments of clergymen 
and lay persons to seminary, college, and school faculties, and other 
Church institutions, strongly use the episcopal office for securing 
Negro as well as white persons for these positions. 


8. That the preceding principles and actions apply with equal 
validity to other ethnic and racial groups within the life of the Church. 


Resolution adopted 


Deaconesses 
Bishop Street reported for the Committee on Deaconesses. He 
presented four of the five Resolutions appended to the Committee’s 
special Report to the House of Bishops, as follows: 
1. Resolved, That the Order of Deaconesses is for women the one 


and only Order of the Ministry in our branch of the Anglican Com- 
munion. 


The Bishop of California moved a Substitute. 
Substitute lost 


The Bishop of California then moved that the Resolution be 


tabled. 
Motion lost 


The Bishop of Newark moved that the Resolution be amended 
to read: 


Resolved, That the Order of Deaconesses is at present recognized as 
the one and only Order of the Ministry for women in our branch of 
the Anglican Communion. 


Amendment adopted 
Resolution adopted, as amended 


2. Resolved, That when a Deaconess is “ordered” by the Bishop 
with prayer and the laying-on-of-hands, together with a formula giving 
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authority to execute the Office of Deaconess in the Church of God, she 
receives an indelible character for this specialized ministry in the 
Church of God. 


The Bishop of California moved to amend .the Resolution by 
striking the word “specialized”. 


Amendment adopted 


Resolution adopted, as amended 


4. Resolved, That we declare that we believe the limitations of 
Canon 50, Section 2 (b), describing the chief functions which may be 
entrusted to Deaconesses, to be sufficiently clear for the Church to use 
as a guide in opening to Deaconesses the fulfillment of their vocation 
and ministry. 


The Bishop of Bethlehem offered the following Substitute, which 
was seconded by the Bishop of Connecticut, to wit: 


Resolved, That we declare that Canon 50, Section 2 (b) describes the 
chief functions which presently shall be entrusted to Deaconesses. We 
interpret these as not including the distribution of the Elements in the 
Holy Communion. 


Substitute Resolution adopted 
(But see Page 24 below.) 


5. Resolved, That we resolve, through the House of Bishops’ Com- 
mittee on Deaconesses, to work closely with the Deaconesses in their 
several organizations and general structure, insofar as possible, to help 
bring about a renaissance in and to the Order. 


Resolution adopted 


The Bishop Coadjutor of Chicago presented the following state- 
ment: 


The Hause of Bishops, desiring to clarify what they believe to be the 
“intention”, at least of this House, of the action of the 1964 General 
Convention in changing the word “appoint” to “order”, states as follows: 


That any Deaconess “set apart” or “appointed” prior to the Gen- 
eral Convention of 1964 shall be considered to have received the 
indelible character described in Resolution #2 of the Report of the 
Committee on Deaconesses. 


Referred to the Committee on Deaconesses 
The Bishop of California presented the following Resolution: 
Resolved, That there be referred to the Committee on Deaconesses 
the question of whether the distribution of Holy Communion is a 
“chief function” within the meaning of Canon 50, Section 2 (b). 


Resolution adopted 
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The Bishop of South Florida presented a Resolution on Dea- 
conesses. 


Referred to the Committee on Deaconesses 


Ninth Province 


The Bishop of the Panama Canal Zone reported to the House on 
the organization and structure of the Synod of the Ninth Province. 
The new Province held its first Synod, May 17-20, 1965, in Puerto 
Rico. The Bishop of Mexico was elected President, but because of 
ill health has had to resign. The Bishop of Central America has been 
chosen by the Provincial Council as Acting Chairman thereof, 
pending a new election. 


Deacons and Administration of Sacrament 
The Bishop of Kentucky presented the following Resolution: 


Whereas, Deacons are authorized in some Dioceses to administer both 
Elements of the Holy Communion; and 


Whereas, There is no such precedent in the Book of Common Prayer; 
therefore, be it 


Resolved, That the proper Committee or Commission be directed to 
study this matter and report back to this House. 


Referred to the Committee on the Prayer Book 


On motion, the House adjourned at 5:35 p.m. 


East GLACIER, MONTANA 
WEDNESDAY, SEPTEMBER 8, 1965 
The Presiding Bishop called the House to order at 9:30 a.m. 
The Bishop of Texas read a Lesson from the Holy Scriptures. 
The Presiding Bishop led the House in devotions. 


The Secretary read the Minutes of the previous day, which were 
accepted. 
The roll was called, and it was found that four additional mem- 
bers of the House were present, bringing the total to 122. 
The chairman of the Committee on Dispatch of Business moved 
the order of the day. 
Motion carried 
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Deacons and Holy Communion 


The Bishop of Michigan reported for the Theological Committee 
concerning the administration by Deacons of the Elements of Bread 
and Wine in the Holy Communion. The Committee, after a study 
in depth, recommended that Deacons be allowed to administer in 
both kinds. He presented the following Resolution on behalf of the 
Committee: 


Resolved, That Deacons be authorized to deliver both the Bread and 
the Wine in the administration of the Holy Communion. 


Resolution adopted 
Theological Re-statement 


The Bishop of Michigan, reporting for the Theological Com- 
mittee, moved that Bishops gather in their Provinces, together with 
scholars acquainted with the new theology, to study new trends, 
and to report any findings of interest to the Theological Committee. 


Motion carried 


The following Resolution was presented by the Bishop of South 
Florida: 


Whereas, It is the continuing task of the Church to re-interpret the 
Gospel and the Faith and Doctrine of the Church to each succeeding 
age; and 


Whereas, This responsibility becomes increasingly important in an 
age like our own, marked by social, technological, and educational revo- 
lution; and 


Whereas, The vast and largely expanding boundary of human knowl- 
edge makes it impossible for any one man to be knowledgeable enough 
to allow him to interpret the Faith; therefore, be it 


Resolved, That a foundation for theological renewal be established 
by this House, and that the faculties of all our Seminaries, theological 
schools, and colleges, together with other outstanding Church scholars 
from many disciplines, be invited to participate in this endeavor; and 
be it further 


Resolved, That the Departments of the Executive Council be re- 
quested to give said foundation all possible staff support and assistance. 


Referred to the Theological Committee 
(See page 18) 


Missionary Bishops, Rule I 


The Vice-President of the Executive Council moved that the 
proposed revision of the Rules of Order for the election of Mis- 
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Committee of the Joint Commission. The Bishop of Delaware 
commented favorably on the new structure and organization of the 
Joint Commission, which consolidates the former Joint Commis- 
sions on Unity, on Relations with Orthodox Churches, and on. 
Ecumenical Relations. He spoke further on the present structure and 
organization of the National Council of Churches, stating that this 
Church has forty-two delegates in the General Assembly, thirty-two 
of whom are now being chosen as representatives of the respective 
Provinces. He also announced a forthcoming conference, in 1966 
in Geneva, under the auspices of the World Council of Churches, 
the subject of which will be “The Church and Society”, with the 
subtitle, “A Christian’s Response to the Social and Technological 
Problems of our Times”. This conference represents a resumption 
of the series of “Life and Work” conferences, the last of which was 
held in Oxford in 1937. 


Relations with Roman Catholics 


Bishop Gibson then called upon the Bishop of West Missouri, 
who reported on behalf of the Bishop of Milwaukee, the latter being 
Chairman of the Committee of the Joint Commission on Relations 
with the Roman Catholic Church. Bishop Welles notified the House 
that the Roman Church has set up a similar Committee, and re- 
ported on a meeting held by the two Committees last June in Wash- 
ington. He further reported that the topic for the next joint meeting 
will be “The Eucharist—Sign and Cause of Unity”; also, “The 
Church as a Sign of Unity”. He presented the Committee Report, 
entitled, “Guide Lines for Relations with the Roman Catholic 
Church”. Finally, he presented the following Resolutions on behalf 
of the Committee: 


1. Whereas, Evidence has come to light that confirmed Roman 
Catholics who seek communicant status in the Anglican Church are 
sometimes presented by the parish clergy to the Bishop for Confirmation 
at the time of his episcopal visitation, and are thus in fact “re-con- 
firmed”; and 


Whereas, This practice is contrary to our theology and is a denigra- 
tion of the Sacrament of Confirmation; therefore, be it 


Resolved, That the House of Bishops of the Protestant Episcopal 
Church in the United States of America declare its policy that Anglican 
Bishops should accept the Confirmation of former Roman Catholics 
who seek communicant status in the Anglican Church, and instruct the 
clergy that such persons are to be presented to be received and not 
confirmed, conditionally or otherwise. 


Referred to the Committee on Ecumenical Relations 
and to the Committee on the Prayer Book 
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2. Resolved, That the House of Bishops of the Protestant Episcopal 
Church in the United States of America, in annual meeting assembled, 
send greetings to His Holiness Pope Paul VI, and the Fathers of the 
Second Vatican Council, praying for God’s blessing on and guidance 
in their endeavors. 


Resolution adopted 


Relations with the Orthodox 


The Bishop of Virginia next called upon the Bishop of Northern 
Indiana, who reported on behalf of the Bishop of Western New 
York on the progress being made by the Joint Commission in rela- 
tions with the Orthodox Church. The Bishop of Northern Indiana 
presented the following Resolution: 


Resolved, That the House of Bishops welcome with thanksgiving the 
prospect of the re-opening of theological consultations between Pan- 
Orthodox and Pan-Anglican delegations, with the inclusion of repre- 
sentatives of the Episcopal Church in the United States, and pray for the 
divine blessing on the meeting now in preparation. 


Resolution adopted 


Consultation on Church Union 


The Bishop of Virginia announced to the House that Volume IV 
of the proceedings of “The Consultation on Church Union” would 
be available within a month from the Rev. George Hunt, Box #69, 
Fanwood, New Jersey, at a cost of three dollars. He urged the 
members of the House to obtain Volume IV, in order to have a 
complete record of the work of the Consultation on Church Union. 


Bishop Gibson thereupon called upon the First Vice-President 
of the Executive Council, who reported on the progress being made 
by the Committee of the Consultation on a Plan of Church Union. 


Bishop Bayne first reminded the House that the denominations 
participating in the Consultation are the United Presbyterian 
Church, the Disciples of Christ, the Evangelical and United Breth- 
ren, the Methodist Church, the United Church of Christ, and the 
Protestant Episcopal Church. He then reported that the recent meet- 
ing in Lexington, which is summarized in Volume IV, noted above, 
was predicted by some to be probably the last of the meetings of 
the participating Churches. Instead, it turned out to be the most 
determinative of all meetings thus far. He stated that the work of the 
Committee to which he has been appointed is not primarily to draft 
a plan for Church union, but to prepare papers that can be discussed 
intelligently in preparation for further study and discourse looking 
toward an eventual plan of union. 
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The Chair called upon Bishop Juhan, who led the House in 
noon-day prayers. 


Ecumenical Officer 

The Bishop of Virginia, finally, being granted the privilege of the 
House, introduced Peter Day, LL.D., Ecumenical Officer advisory 
to the Presiding Bishop. Dr. Day presented and commented on the 
Resolution on Interpretation which had been adopted by the Con- 
sultation on Church Union at its Lexington meeting with a view 
toward improving and deepening the communication between the 
consultants of the several participating Churches and the rank-and- 
file of those Churches. He urged the co-operation of the Bishops 
in implementing the six proposals of the Consultation in their re- 
spective Dioceses. 


On motion the House adjourned at 12:15 p.m., to reconvene 
at 8 p.m. 


Executive Session 


The House reconvened at 8 p.m., the Presiding Bishop in the 
Chair. 


On motion, the House went into executive session. 
The House rose. 


On motion, the House adjourned at 9:50 p.m. 





EAST GLACIER LODGE 
EAST GLACIER, MONTANA 
THURSDAY, SEPTEMBER 9, 1965 


Pursuant to the order of the day, there was a celebration of the 
Holy Communion at East Glacier Lodge, at 7:30 a.m., the Presiding 
Bishop being the Celebrant, assisted by the Bishop of Ohio, the 
Bishop of South Florida, the Bishop of Montana, and the Secretary 
of the House of Bishops. 


Election of Bishop of Western Kansas 
The House assembled in executive session, the Bishop of North 
Dakota reading a Lesson from the Holy Scriptures. 


The Secretary read the list of nominations for Bishop of the 
Missionary District of Western Kansas. 


The Veni, Creator Spiritus was sung. 
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Silence was observed for a space, and the Service To Be Used 
Before Balloting was coneluded. 


The Chair announced that an election was in order for Bishop 
of the Missionary District of Western Kansas. 


The Chair appointed the Suffragan Bishop of Oregon, the Bishop 
of Texas, the Bishop of North Dakota, the Bishop of Taiwan, the 
Bishop of Puerto Rico, and the Bishop of Northern Michigan as 
tellers. 


The Bishops, in order, deposited their ballots; and the Rev. 
William Davidson, Rector of Grace Church, Jamestown, North 
Dakota, was found, on the first ballot, to have been elected by 
more than two-thirds of the votes cast. He was thereupon declared 
by the Chair to have been chosen Bishop of the Missionary District 
of Western Kansas. 


The Chair announced the completion of the election of the Rev. 
William Davidson, subject to the consents of the majority of the 
Standing Committees. 


The Chair appointed the Bishop of North Dakota, the Bishop of 
Kansas, and the Director of the Home Department of the Executive 
Council, to notify the Rev. William Davidson of his election. Fol- 
lowing said notification, the Chair appointed the Bishop of Kansas 
to notify the Council of Advice of the Missionary District of Western 
Kansas of the election. 


Following the election, the testimonials were signed, in accord- 
ance with the provisions of Canon 39, Sec. 2 (c), by a constitu- 
tional majority of Bishops. 


After prayers for the Bishop-elect, the House rose at 8:30 a.m., 
to reconvene at 9:15 a.m. 





The House reconvened at 9:15 a.m., the Presiding Bishop in the 
chair. 


The Bishop of Taiwan read a Lesson from the Holy Scriptures. 
The Chair led the House in devotions. 


The Secretary read the Minutes of the previous day, which were 
accepted. 


The Chair introduced the pages, who presented a gift for the 
program of Mutual Responsibility and Inter-dependence in the Body 
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of Christ, in the amount of $4.21, the proceeds of their previous 
night’s entertainment. The young women were thanked for their 
deep interest and co-operation in this matter. 


The Chairman of the Committee on Dispatch of Business moved 
the order of the day. 


Motion carried 


Mutual Responsibility 


The Bishop of East Carolina reported for the Mutual Responsi- 
bility Commission. He stated that it was to the disadvantage of this 
Church that the General Convention did not meet until fourteen 
months after the issuance of the Mutual Responsibility document 
in Toronto in 1963, which meant a late start on the program. The 
Commission established by the General Convention, however, has 
now held two meetings, the first in January, 1965, at the College of 
Preachers, the second in April, 1965, at the Conference Center at 
Tuxedo Park, New York. Organization has been completed, the 
program clarified, and a statement issued to the Church at large. An 
Executive Officer, in the person of Mr. Walker Taylor, Jr., of 
Wilmington, N. C., has just been appointed by the Presiding Bishop 
and will be introduced to the members of the House later in the day. 
Bishop Wright stated that study and action are now the basic neces- 
sities in the program in all Dioceses and parishes of the Church. 


Announcement of Election 

The Chair publicly announced the election of the Rev. William 
Davidson, Rector of Grace Church, Jamestown, North Dakota, as 
Bishop of the Missionary District of Western Kansas, subject to 
the consents of the Standing Committees. 


Evangelism 

The Bishop of Arkansas, Chairman of the Joint Commission on 
Evangelism, yielded to the Bishop of Northern California and the 
Bishop of Western North Carolina, who reported for the Joint 
Commission. 


The Bishop of Arkansas then summarized the Report by pre- 
senting following recommendations of the Commission: 


First: We do not know the answers to all the complexities of this 
subject and we do not have any pat programs for pushing it as a for- 
ward movement of the Church. We would be grateful, therefore, if each 
Bishop would give leadership in his own Diocese to the formation of 
experimental programs, and then share findings, successes and failures, 
with the Commission. The Presiding Bishop has agreed to appoint a 
“Co-ordinator” for Evangelism on the Executive Council staff and 
reports may be sent to him. 


¥ 
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Second: It would be extremely helpful to'the Commission and, we 
trust, to the Bishops, if each would establish, by whatever means, a de- 
partment, or a division under a department, on Evangelism, and charge 
it with the specific responsibility of collecting names of specially talented 
clergymen in this field; of sharing any materials it.may publish with the 
Commission; and of formulating its own theology and techniques for the 
conduct of Missions, Inquirer’s Classes, and person-to-person Evange- 
lism. If any Diocese already has a department or division of Evangelism 
it is hoped that it could be given these samé responsibilities. 


Third: We would ask you to give increased leadership to your clergy, 
a great number of whom, if our surveys mean anything, feel inadequate 
and unprepared to deal with this subject. And, in this same connection, 
if any Bishop is serving on a theological seminary Board, we would 
request that he use his leadership to establish special lectures, seminars, 
or even a semester-course, on the theology and technique of Evangelism. 


Fourth: We would be grateful if each Bishop would select one or 
more parishes and missions in his Diocese to serve as pilot-congregations 
for Evangelism, assist them in the formulation of their programs, and, 
again, request them to channel their findings through the diocesan de- 
partment or division of Evangelism to the Commission. 


Fifth: We invite you and the people of your Dioceses to join us in 
regular prayer, in the home, in the parish, and at diocesan meetings, for 
the guidance and blessings of Almighty God, as together we assume an 
even greater responsibility for this vitally important subject. 


Reports of Committees 


Bishop Harris reported for the National Committee for the Fund 
for Episcopal Colleges. He stated, among other things, that Mr. 
Arthur Ben Chitty is now President and Executive Director of the 
Fund and that it has completed a most successful season. 


The Bishop of North Carolina reported for the Committee on 
Counsel to the Clergy. 


The Suffragan Bishop of Michigan (Crowley) reported for the 
Committee on the Resignation of Bishops, and presented the fol- 
lowing recommendation: 


After consultation with the Committee on Overseas Missions, they 
having carefully considered the matter, we recommend to the House 
the acceptance of the resignation of the Bishop of the Philippines, the 
Rt. Rev. Lyman C. Ogilby, to take effect May 1, 1967. 


_ The recommendation was accepted and an appropriate Resolu- 
tion was adopted. 


Change of Name—Canal Zone 


The Bishop of the Panama Canal Zone addressed the House, 


requesting a change of name for the Missionary District. He moved 
the following Resolution: 
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Whereas, The Missionary District of the Panama Canal Zone, at 
their annual Convocation in 1964, resolved that the name of the District 
should be changed to “The Missionary District of Panama and the 
Canal Zone”; and 


Whereas, The title, “Panama Canal Zone”, signifies the geographical 
area comprising the Canal Zone only; and 


Whereas, The Missionary District that bears that title comprises the 
entire Republic of Panama including the Canal Zone; and 


Whereas, The present title is therefore misleading; and 


Whereas, The Presiding Bishop was formally notified of the action of 
Convocation and gave his approval, in accordance with the Canons of 
the Missionary District of the Panama Canal Zone, to the change of 
name; therefore, be it 


Resolved, That the House of Bishops grant permission to the Mission- 
ary District of the Panama Canal Zone to change its name to “The 
Missionary District of Panama and the Canal Zone” as requested, with 
the understanding that there still remains the necessity of amending 
Canon 8, Section 1, at the General Convention in 1967. 


Resolution adopted 


Observance of “COCU Sunday” 


The Bishop of Virginia, on behalf of the Joint Commission on 
Ecumenical Relations, moved the following Resolution: 


Resolved, That the House of Bishops endorse paragraph #6 of the 
Resolution on Interpretation of the Consultation on Church Union, 
which reads as follows: 


6. The Consultation urges the widespread observance of Sunday, 
April 24, 1966, as the occasion to encourage joint study-groups, prayer 
for Church union, and the widespread invitation of pulpit-guests across 
denominational lines, asking the national plenary bodies or their in- 
terim agencies to endorse such an observance and program; 


and that the House commend the special observance of Sunday, April 
24, 1966. 


Resolution adopted 


Bishop for the Armed Forces 

The Bishop of South Florida presented a Report on behalf of the 
Suffragan Bishop for the Armed Forces, who asked continued in- 
volvement of the Church in his work with the Armed Forces. The 
Report included the following two Resolutions: 


Resolution #1— 


Resolved, That the House of Bishops go on record that its members 
with jurisdiction agree to give judgments in cases involving re-marriage 
of military personnel after divorce, when such judgment is requested by 
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one of this Church’s Chaplains serving within the boundaries of their 
jurisdictions. 

Referred to Committee on Canons 

for report to the House of Bishops in 1966 


Resolution #2— 


Resolved, That the House of Bishops request the Presiding Bishop to 
appoint a Committee of three Bishops to meet with the Suffragan Bishop 
for the Armed Forces and representatives of the Armed Forces Bishop’s 
Advisory Council to consider jurisdictional problems involving the 
Armed Forces, said committee to report its recommendations to the 
next meeting of this House. 


Resolution adopted 


Proposed Canon on Bishop for Armed Forces 


The Bishop of Western Michigan presented the following sug- 
gested outline of a Canon on the Suffragan Bishop for the Armed 
Forces: 


Sec. 1. The House of Bishops may elect a Suffragan Bishop who, 
under the direction of the Presiding Bishop, shall be in charge of the 
work of those Chaplains in the Armed Forces of the United States who 
are ordained Ministers of this Church (and who shall serve for a term 

of ______ years and until his successor is elected and takes office). 
Before a Suffragan Bishop so elected shall take office, the consent of the 
House of Deputies of the General Convention, or, during the recess 
thereof, the consent of a majority of the Standing ‘Committees of the 
several Dioceses, must be had and obtained. 


Sec. 2. (Appropriate provisions for the ordination and consecration 
of a Suffragan-Bishop-elect under this Canon who has not previously 
been consecrated as a Bishop.) 


Sec. 3. The duties of the Suffragan Bishop under this Canon shall 
include 


A. Advice and assistance to Chaplains in the Armed Forces of the 
United States who are ordained Ministers of this Church. 


B. Supervision and assistance in pastoral work with lay members 
of this Church who are in the Armed Forces. 


C. Periodic reports concerning his visits and concerning the work of 

. such Chaplains, to the Presiding Bishop, the Bishops of the respective 
Dioceses of canonical residence of such Chaplains, and the Bishops 
of the Dioceses and Missionary Districts in which are located the 
military installations visited, in appropriate content and form to each. 


D. Maintenance of records of baptisms, confirmations, first com- 
munions, marriages, and burials, involving members of the Armed 
Forces who are members of this Church, for the information of the 
Presiding Bishop 4nd of the parishes and Dioceses of which such 
members are or may become members and canonical residents. 
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E, The foregoing duties shall be subject to such lawful restrictions 
as may be imposed by governmental authority and by the require- 
ments of military discipline and national security. 


Sec. 4. The Suffragan Bishop, in the performance of his duties under 
this Canon, and in his capacity as the representative of the Presiding 
Bishop for that purpose, may enter any Diocese or Missionary District 
of this Church and may exercise his office within any military installa- 
tion or Veterans’ Administration facility therein, without the need of 
obtaining permission from the Ecclesiastical Authority of such Diocese 
or Missionary District. 


Sec. 5. Nothing in this Canon shall be construed to limit the authority 
of any Bishop, Bishop Coadjutor, or Suffragan Bishop, to visit any mili- 
tary installation or Veterans’ Administration facility within his Diocese 
or Missionary District. 


[Note: Technical amendments to Article II., Section 3, of the Consti- 
tution, and to existing Canons, may be necessary to co-ordinate with 
this new Canon, if approved.] 


Referred to the Committee on Canons 


Theological Education Scholarship Fund 


The Bishop of Bethlehem reported for the Division of Christian 
Ministries and the Joint Commission on Education for Holy Orders. 
He outlined the methods and procedure used by his sub-com- 
mittee in distributing the one-hundred-thousand dollars to be used 
as scholarships for Seminarians, as voted at the 1964 General Con- 
vention. He asked the co-operation of the House in seeking ade- 
quately and fairly to distribute the scholarships, stating that the 
sub-committee would hereafter work in the following manner: 

1. Have all applications originate with the Bishop and not with the 
seminaries or the seminarian. 

2. That a similar application be requested from the seminaries, in 
cases where Bishops nominate men for scholarships. 


3. That a similar application be made also by the seminarian, setting 
forth his needs. 


Noon-day Prayers 
The Chair called upon the Bishop of Haiti, who led the House 
in noon-day prayers. 


Deacons and Administration of Sacrament 

The Bishop of Connecticut reported for the Committee on the 
Book of Common Prayer, regarding the Resolution referred to the 
Committee on the previous day, dealing with the authorizing of 
Deacons to administer both Elements of the Holy Communion. He 
presented the following findings of the Committee: 


The Committee on the Prayer Book has considered the question 
referred to it, as to whether a Deacon may properly be authorized to 
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administer both the Bread and the Wine in Holy Communion, and calls 
attention to the following: 


1. The third rubric on page 82 of the Prayer Book specifically 
states that the Priest is the one who “delivereth the Bread”. The first 
rubric on page 83 makes reference to “the Minister who delivereth 
the Cup”, 


2. On Page 533 of the Prayer Book, in “The Form and Manner of 
Making Deacons”, the duty of the Deacon is said to include the fol- 
lowing: “To assist the Priest in Divine Service, and specially when he 
ministereth the Holy Communion, and to help him in the distribution 
thereof”. 


It is the opinion of your Committee that the Prayer Book intends that 
the Deacon should deliver only the Cup. However, the Committee also 
recommends that the Theological_Committee study this matter and 
report to this House on whether they recommend any change. 


Referred, for further study, to the Theological Committee 


Participation, R.C. Clergymen, at Eucharist 

Regarding the Resolution concerning Roman Catholic clergy- 
men participating in services of Holy Communion, the Bishop of 
Connecticut presented the following Report: 

In response to the question put to the Committee on the Prayer Book 
as to whether a Bishop of this Church may authorize a Roman Catholic 
clergyman to read the Epistle at a service of Holy Communion in this 
Church, we would report that Canon 48 would seem to prevent such 


authorization and we can find no rubrical or canonical authority giving 
a Bishop of this Church such permission. 


The Episcopalian Magazine 

The Chair called upon Mr. Henry McCorkle, Editor of The 
Episcopalian, who made his annual report. He called upon the 
Bishop of Oklahoma and the Bishop of Nevada, both of whom 
briefly described to the House the methods by which they seek to 
promote subscriptions to The Episcopalian in their respective 
jurisdictions. 
Journalism Awards 


The Chair made the Presiding Bishop’s annual awards for ex- 
aya: in journalism in the fields of magazines and newspapers, 
as follows: 


Newspaper—“Best in Field”—To the Church News of the 
Diocese of Pennsylvania, Miss Joann Goodman, Editor. In her 


absence, the award was presented to the Rt. Rev. Robert L. DeWitt, 
Diocesan. 


Newspaper—“Most Improved”—To the Oklahoma Churchman 
of Oklahoma. The award was presented to Mr. M. Clint Miler, 
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Editor; the Rt. Rev. Chilton Powell, Diocesan; and the Rt. Rev. 
Frederick W. Putnam, Jr., Suffragan Bishop. 


Magazine—“Best in Field”—To The Church Messenger, Dio- 
cese of Central New York. The award was presented to Mr. Stanley 
Rayfield, Managing Editor; the Rt. Rev. Walter M. Higley, Dio- 
cesan; and the Rt. Rev. Ned Cole, Jr., Bishop Coadjutor. 


Magazine—“Most Improved”—To the Piedmont Churchman of 
the Diocese of Upper South Carolina. The award was presented to 
Mrs. Edward T. Bartram, Editor, and the Rt. Rev. John A. Pinck- 
ney, Diocesan. 


The Chair presented the first “William E. Leidt Award” for 
excellence in the reporting of religious news in the secular press, 
established by the Executive Council, to the writing team of Ken- 
neth L. Woodward and William J. Cook of Newsweek Magazine. 


On motion, the House adjourned at 12:45 p.m., to reconvene 
at 2:30 p.m. 


The House reconvened at 2:30 p.m., the Presiding Bishop in 
the chair. 


The First Vice-President of the Executive Council notified the 
House that each Bishop was being given a gift copy of a book en- 
titled, The Healing Church. He also requested that the House ac- 
cept the report of the American Bible Society, and strongly com- 
mended the Society, emphasizing its value to the Church at large. 


Election Procedure, Missionary Bishops 

Bishop Bayne then presented a recommendation from the Over- 
seas Bishops concerning the election of Missionary Bishops, as 
follows: 


We recommend to the House that, in the election of Missionary 
Bishops, the Rules of Order of the House be amended in the following 
manner: 


Instead of having the Committees on Domestic and Foreign Mis- 
sions act as nominating committees, and in lieu of the request to all 
Bishops that suggested names be sent to the Secretary of the House, 
there should be set up for each election a special Joint Nominating 
Committee. This Committee shall be made up of three persons from 
the jurisdiction concerned, chosen by its Council of Advice or in 
some other manner, as ordered by the Presiding Bishop, and three 
members of this House, appointed by the Presiding Bishop. 


This Joint Nominating Committee shall elect its own officers and 
shall nominate three persons for the vacancy. 


. 
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Three weeks before the meeting of the House these names shall be 
sent in confidence to each Bishop. 


At the meeting of the House, there shall be an executive session 
at which these names shall be formally placed.in nomination and at 
which nominations from the floor may also be made. Full information 
as to each nominee and his qualifications, and opportunity for dis- 
cussion, shall be given at this session. 


The ballot itself shall not (without unanimous consent) take place 
until at least the day following this executive session. 


Other requirements of the Rules of Order regarding confidentiality 
and the announcement of election, etc., shall be retained. 


Referred to the Committee on Rules of Order 
for a report in 1966 


MRI Projects 


Bishop Bayne then presented a summary check-list of response 
to “Mutual Responsibility and Inter-dependence in the Body of 
Christ”, which tabulates all that has been done by the Church since 
the inauguration of the program in February, 1965. 


The Chair introduced the new Executive Officer of the Mutual 
Responsibility Commission, Mr. Walker Taylor, Jr., to the House. 
The Chair requested that members of the House complete and 
mail to Mr. Walker, in the near future, the questionnaire placed on 
all desks. 


Bishop of California 

The Bishop of Michigan reported for the Theological Committee, 
presenting a statement in answer to a letter from several clergymen 
in the Diocese of Arizona pertaining to the Bishop of California, 
as follows: 


The Bishop of California is not on trial in this House, nor does the 
present accusation against one of our members have standing among us. 
The sincerity of his profession of the Catholic faith is not questioned. 
We do not doubt the integrity which alone makes it possible for him, 
or any of us, to join in the Church’s worship, celebrate its rites, or 
repeat its formularies. 


Nor will we limit the historic, disciplined, liberty of theological in- 
quiry and the necessary devout testing of the vessels of Christian belief. 
Language changes; the concepts which are the furniture of men’s minds 
change; the Faith given in the mighty acts of God does not change. 
Nor do we doubt that many an allegation of heterodoxy against any of 
us, or our clergy, is in fact a covert attack on legitimate Christian social 
concern and action. 


It is a good thing responsibly to explore alternative ways of stating 
our unchanging Faith and to press for amendments in Church Order. 
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We are indebted to many for such pioneering exploration. ‘Continuity 
and change are both facts of life to be held in fruitful tension. 


Because of misunderstandings which so easily occur, we say to those 
outside and inside the Church that the Church’s Faith is expressed in 
its title deeds—the Scriptures, and the Creeds which guard them—and 
in the prayers and sacramental acts in the Book of Common Prayer, 
which express Christ’s continuing ministry within the Church. Let no 
publicity mislead anyone as to the sincerity with which this Church and 
its people accept the historic Christian Faith and try to live it. An indi- 
vidual may well claim the freedom to think aloud, to discuss, to explore. 
But when he does, whatever his station, he does so as one member of 
Christ’s Body. Only the whole Body, speaking maturely and corporately, 
can officially define the Faith it confesses before its Lord. Individual 
speculations or opinions are just that. 


The Bishop of Michigan moved that the House approve this 
statement. 


Motion carried 


The Bishop of Michigan then called upon the Bishop of Califor- 
nia to speak to this statement. The Bishop of California responded 
by reading the following statement in support of the Report of the 
Theological Committee: 


I am deeply moved by the concern of my brothers in this House. Let 
me take this opportunity to say that certainly I have never had any 
desire to damage this brotherhood, which is precious to me. All of us 
are working in difficult times and painful situations, and if my witness 
has made your task more complicated, I am truly sorry. 


I must be faithful to the task to which I believe God has called me— 
that of seeking to distinguish the earthen vessels from the Treasure, 
and in the hope of setting forth, with integrity and dedication, more 
contemporary carriers of the reality of the Catholic Faith. But in this 
fast-moving world, the communications media are generally able to 
utilize only brief expressions; and all of us in this House have known 
the pain of misinterpretation of our words by some hearers and readers, 
and misunderstanding often by those inside and outside the Church 
whom we long to serve. I assure you that for my part I shall try always 
to be responsible in the written and spoken word, in concern for the 

- brotherhood, and in the promotion in today’s world of the mission of 
our Lord Jesus Christ. 


No man has authority who is not under it, and I reaffirm my loyalty 
to the Doctrine, Discipline, and Worship of the Episcopal Church. 


The House gave its hearty approval to the statement of the Bishop 
of California. 


Deaconesses 
Bishop Street reported for the Committee on Deaconesses. 


In respect of a Resolution referred to this Committee by the 


. 
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Bishop of South Florida on the subject of part-time service of 
Deaconesses, he presented the following Resolution: 


Resolved, That the House of Bishops recommend that, for the present 
time, only women who are prepared to give full time to the Ministry 
of Deaconess be ordered Deaconesses. 


Resolution adopted 


Bishop Street then reported for the Committee on a Resolution 
referred to it, on the “setting apart” of Deaconesses, by the Bishop 
Coadjutor of Chicago. He presented the following statement: 


It is the judgment of this House that, in “setting apart” Deaconesses 
through the years, it has been the intention of our branch of the 
Church to give the Deaconesses the gifts and powers traditionally asso- 
ciated with their office. We regard the action of the General Convention 
of 1964, in amending the Canon on Deaconesses, not as giving Deacon- 
esses a new status with regard to their Ministry, but as clarifying a status 
that was already theirs. 


Statement adopted 

Bishop Street then adverted to the Resolution on Canon 50, 
Section 2 (b), regarding the “chief function” of Deaconesses, which 
had been previously adopted at this meeting. He moved that the 


House suspend the Rules of Order so that the motion might be 
amended. 


The Rules of Order were suspended 
A motion was then made to reconsider the former Resolution. 
Motion carried 


Bishop Street moved that the following be substituted for the 
second sentence of the former Resolution, as previously adopted: 


It is the judgment of this House that Deaconesses may not be per- 
mitted to administer the Elements of the Holy Communion. 


The Resolution would then read: 


Resolved, That we declare that Canon 50, Section 2 (b) describes the 
chief functions which presently shall be entrusted to Deaconesses. It is 
the judgment of this House that Deaconesses may not be permitted to 
administer the Elements of the Holy Communion. 


The Bishop of California moved that the motion be referred to 
the Committee on the Prayer Book and to the Theological Com- 
mittee. 


Motion lost 


Resolution adopted 
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Form of Service, Ordering of Deaconesses 


Bishop Street continued his report for the Committee on Dea- 
conesses, on a proposed “Form and Manner of Making Deacon- 
esses”, having distributed copies of a draft form. 


The Bishop of California offered three amendments to the form 
as presented: 


1. That the form begin by inserting the following rubric: 


“Before he ordains a woman as Deaconess, the Bishop shall require 
that she take the Oath of Conformity stated in Article VIII. of the 
Constitution of the Church.” 


Amendment adopted 


2. That a rubric be inserted as follows: 


“That the Litany be used, in the same place as in the Service of 
Ordering of Deacons and Priests, with the word ‘Deaconess’ used in 
the appropriate suffrage.” 


Amendment lost 


3. That the following be inserted in the service, following the para- 
graph, “Take thou authority to execute the office of a Deaconess in the 
Church, etc.”: “Then shall the Bishop deliver to her the New Testament, 
saying: Be diligent to study the things which are written in this Book, 
that, as much as in thee lieth, thou mayest teach the gospel of the grace 
of God and be an example of faith and of holy living.” 


Amendment adopted 


The following Form and Manner of Making Deaconesses, ac- 
cording to the Order of The Protestant Episcopal Church in the 
United States of America, incorporating the above amendments, was 
adopted: 
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The Form and Manner of 
Making Deaconesses 
According to the Order of the Protestant Episcopal Church 
in the 
United States of America 


q Before he ordains a woman as Deaconess, the Bishop shall re- 
quire that she take the Oath of Conformity stated in Article VIII. 
of the Constitution of the Church. 


q When the day appointed by the Bishop is come, there shall be a 
Sermon or Exhortation, declaring the Duty and Office of such as 
come to be admitted Deaconess; how important that Order is in 
the Church; and also how the People ought to esteem them in their 
Office. 


q The Sermon ended, a Priest shall present the Candidates to the 
Bishop, sitting in his chair, near the Holy Table, saying, 


REVEREND Father in God, I present unto you these persons 
present, to be admitted Deaconess. 


The Bishop. 


TAKE heed that the persons, whom ye present to us, be apt and 
meet, for their learning and godly conversation, to exercise their 
Ministry duly, to the honor of God, and the edifying of his Church. 


q The Priest shall answer, 


I HAVE inquired concerning them, and also examined them, and 
think them so to be. 


q Then the Bishop shall say to the People, 


BRETHREN, if there be any of you who knoweth any grave cause, 
by reason of which these women ought not be admitted to the 
office of Deaconess, let him come forth and show what the impedi- 
ment is. 


q And if any grave cause be objected, the Bishop shall cease from 
Ordering that woman until such time as he be satisfied that there is 
no justifiable cause for not proceeding. 


q Then, the People being seated, the Bishop shall examine every one 
of those who are to be Ordered, in the presence of the People, after 
this manner following. 
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Do you trust that you are inwardly moved by the Holy Ghost to 
take upon you this Office and Ministration, to serve God, for the 
promoting of his glory, and the edifying of his people? 

Answer. I trust so. 


Bishop. Do you think that you are truly called, according to the 
will of our Lord Jesus Christ, and according to the Canons of this 
Church, to the Ministry of this Office? 


Answer. I think so. 


Bishop. Are you persuaded that the Holy Scriptures contain all 
Doctrine required as necessary for eternal salvation through faith 
in Jesus Christ? 


Answer. I am so persuaded. 


Bishop. It appertaineth to the Office of a Deaconess, in the place 
where she shall be appointed to serve, to care for the sick, the 
afflicted, and the poor; to give instruction in the Christian faith; 
under the Rector or the Priest in charge, to prepare candidates for 
Baptism and for Confirmation; to assist at the administration of 
Holy Baptism and, in the absence of the Priest or Deacon, to baptize 
infants; with the approval of the Bishop and the incumbent, to read 
Morning and Evening Prayer (except such portions as are reserved 
for the Priest), and the Litany; and, when licensed by the Bishop, 
to give instruction or deliver addresses at such services. Will you do 
this gladly and willingly? 


Answer. I will so do, by the help of God. 


Bishop. Will you reverently obey your Bishop, and other chief 
Ministers, who, according to the Canons of the Church, may have 
the charge and government over you; following with a glad mind and 
will their godly admonitions? 


Answer. 1 will endeavor so to do, the Lord being my helper. 


q Then, the People standing, the Bishop shall lay his hands severally 
upon the head of every one to be made Deaconess, humbly kneeling 
before him, and shall say, 


TAKE thou authority to execute the Office of a Deaconess in the 
Church of God, committed unto thee; In the Name of the Father, 
and of the Son, and of the Holy Ghost. Amen. 


q Then shall the Bishop deliver to her the New Testament, saying, 


Be diligent to study the things which are written in this Book; 
that, as much as in thee lieth, thou mayest teach the gospel of the 
grace of God and be an example of faith and of holy living. 
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q Then the Bishop, receiving a Cross from the Presenter of each 
Candidate, shall say, 


O Gop, whose blessed Son suffered death on the Cross and rose 
again that we, through him, might be united with thee: Bless, we 
pray thee, this symbol of thy grace and power; that she who carries 
it may daily share the faith and love of him who revealed thee unto 
men; through the same Jesus Christ our Lord, who, with thee and 
the Holy Ghost, liveth and reigneth ever, one God, world without 
end. Amen. 


q Then shall the Bishop deliver the Cross to the newly made Dea- 
coness, saying, 


RECEIVE this Cross and carry it with thee whithersoever thou 
goest, and let it be unto thee the symbol of thy vocation. In the 
Name of the Father, and of the Son, and of the Holy Ghost. Amen. 


q Then shall be said the Service for the Communion, with the Col- 
lect, Epistle, and Gospel, as followeth. 


The Collect 

ALMIGHTY God, who by thy divine providence hast appointed 
divers Orders of Ministers in thy Church: Mercifully behold these 
thy servants now called to the Office of Deaconess; so replenish them 
with the truth of thy Doctrine, and adorn them with innocency of 
life, that, both by word and good example, they may faithfully serve 
thee in this Office, to the glory of thy Name, and the edification 
of thy Church; through our Saviour Jesus Christ, who liveth and 
reigneth with thee and the Holy Ghost, now and forever. Amen. 


The Epistle. Romans xv. 30.—xvi. 2. 

Now I beseech you, brethren, for the Lord Jesus Christ’s sake, 
and for the love of the Spirit, that ye strive together with me in your 
prayers to God for me; that I may be delivered from them that do 
not believe in Judea; and that my service which I have for Jerusalem 
may be accepted of the saints; that I may come unto you with joy 
by the will of God and may with you be refreshed. Now the God of 
peace be with you all. Amen. 


I commend unto you Phebe, our sister, which is a deaconess of 
the Church which is at Cenchrea: That ye receive her in the Lord, 
as becometh saints, and that ye assist her in whatsoever business she 
hath need of you: for she hath been a succourer of many, and of 
myself also. 
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The Gospel. St. Matthew ix. 35-38. 


JEsUs went about all the cities and villages, teaching in their 
synagogues, and preaching the gospel of the kingdom, and healing 
every sickness and every disease among the people. But when he 
saw the multitudes, he was moved with compassion on them, be- 
cause they fainted, and were scattered abroad, as sheep having no 
shepherd. Then saith he unto his disciples, The harvest truly is 
plenteous, but the labourers are few; Pray ye therefore the Lord of 
the harvest, that he will send forth labourers into his harvest. 


q Then shall the Bishop proceed in the Communion; and all who 
are Ordered shall tarry, and receive the Holy Communion the same 
day, with the Bishop. 


q The Communion ended, after the last Collect, and immediately 
before the Benediction, shall be said these Collects following. 


ALMIGHTY God, giver of all good things, who of thy great good- 
ness hast vouchsafed to accept and take these thy servants unto the 
Office of Deaconess in thy Church: Make them, we beseech thee, 
O Lord, to be modest, humble, and constant in their Ministration, 
to have a ready will to observe all spiritual Discipline; that they, 
having always the testimony of a good conscience, and continuing 
ever stable and strong in thy Son Christ, may well behave themselves 
in this Office in thy Church; through the same thy Son our Saviour 
Jesus Christ, to whom be glory and honour, world without end. 
Amen. 


ALMIGHTY God, who hast called these thy servants to the office 
and ministry of Deaconess in thy Church: Mercifully grant unto 
them grace and power to perform the work which thou givest them 
to do; that through service thou mayest forward thy purposes of 
love; through Jesus Christ our Lord. Amen. 
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Women in Church’s Ministry 
The Bishop of Indianapolis presented the following Resolution: 


Resolved, That a Special Committee be appointed by the Presiding 
Bishop, consisting of members of this House and ‘such other persons as 
he may consider fit, to make a study of the proper place of women in 
the Church’s Ministry in our contemporary society and to report to this 
House within a reasonable time; and, be it further 


Resolved, That the Presiding Bishop be asked to use his good offices 
to request that this entire question be put before the Lambeth Confer- 
ence of 1968, for fresh consideration. 7 


Resolution adopted 


Civil Rights 
The Bishop of Southwestern Virginia reported to the House on 
Civil Rights. 


[The Bishop of Bethlehem called the attention of the House to 
Rule V of the General Rules, on Page 5 of the Rules of Order of 
the House, which provides that no member shall speak more than 
twice in the same debate, without leave of the House.] 


Committee on Office of Bishop 


The Bishop of Northern California reported for the Committee 
appointed by the Chair to make a study of the Office and Work of 
a Bishop. He reported that the Committee had held its organiza- 
tional meeting and would welcome suggestions from members of the 
House concerning matters to be considered by it. 


Re-confirmation of Roman Catholics 


The Bishop of Connecticut, reporting for the Committee on the 
Prayer Book and the Committee on Ecumenical Relations, regard- 
ing the Resolution referred to them, concerning re-confirmation of 
Roman Catholics upon entering the Episcopal Church, offered the 
following statement and Resolution: 


The Committee on Ecumenical Relations and the Committee on the 
Prayer Book are of the opinion that this Resolution should be broadened 
to give recognition to other types of Confirmation as well, such as those 
in the Orthodox Church. 


In addition, we feel that we, in the Episcopal Church in the United 
States of America, should not define policy for “Anglican Bishops”. 
Therefore, we advise amending the Resolution to read as follows: 


Resolved, That the House of Bishops of the Protestant Episcopal 
Church in the United States of America recommend to its members 
that, where a person seeking communicant status in this Church has 
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already been confirmed by a Bishop in the historic succession, or by 
an ordained clergyman authorized by such a Bishop to act for him 
in so doing, that person should be received by the Bishop, but not 
re-confirmed by him, this being the continuation of the present prac- 
tice of this Church. 


Resolution adopted 


Appreciation of Bishops Swift and Ogilby 
The Bishop of West Missouri moved the following Resolution: 
Resolved, That this House salute with admiration and affection the 
Rt. Rev. A. Ervine Swift and the Rt. Rev. Lyman C. Ogilby, and express 
deep appreciation for the high quality of their service in Puerto Rico and 


the Philippines, respectively, and pray God's richest blessing on their 
continuing ministry as Bishops in the Church of God. 


Resolution adopted 


“Family” on Lambeth Agenda 
The Bishop of Southwestern Virginia, reporting for the Depart- 
ment of Christian Social Relations, presented the following Reso- 
lution: 
Whereas, The place of the family is increasingly uncertain and its in- 
tegrity increasingly threatened in the tensions of contemporary society; 
and 


Whereas, The teaching of Christian faith with respect to the family 
requires steady re-examination and fresh proclamation; be it 


Resolved, That this House respectfully request His Grace, the Arch- 
bishop of Canterbury, to include the theme of The Family in the agenda 
of the 1968 Lambeth Conference. 


Resolution adopted 


Comity in Discipline of Communicants 

The Bishop of Western Michigan addressed the House concern- 
ing the failure of some of its members to support the disciplinary 
provisions of certain Canons. He offered a four-point statement and 
alternative suggested additions to Canon 16, Section 6. 


His aim in proposing the amendment of the Canon, he said, was 


1. To assist in safeguarding the loyal, faithful, members of the 
Church from some of the effects of what may otherwise, without this 
canonical addition, result in disobedience by those under disciplinary 
disability. 

2. To bring the repelled or repulsed back into true union with the 
Church. 


3. To assist in preserving and forwarding our cherished system of 
polity and our historic interpretation of each diocesan jurisdiction, and 
responsibility, and authority. 
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4. To give support to the carefully considered judgment and loving 
discipline of one Bishop by other Bishops of this Church. 


He suggested an addition to Canon 16, Section 6, possibly to be 
labeled (b), which might read, 


A person refused or repelled in the parish or mission in which he 
resides, shall not be restored or admitted in any other parish or mission 
without the written permission of the Bishop of the Diocese in which 
such person resides. 


or, 


A person refused or repelled in the parish or mission of which he is 
a member will not be restored or admitted in any other parish or 
mission, whether of the Diocese where the person was refused or re- 
pelled, or in any other Diocese, without the written permission of the 
Bishop of the Diocese in which such person was refused or repelled. 


Referred to the Committee on Canons 


Jewish-Christian Dialogue 

The Suffragan Bishop of Long Island (Sherman) reported on the 
General Convention Resolution of 1964 dealing with Deicide and 
the Jews. He reported that the General Convention had by this 
Resolution given the Joint Commission on Ecumenical Relations a 
rather difficult assignment. Under the leadership of Dr. Peter Day 
and himself, he stated, negotiations had been entered into on the 
local scene in the New-York/Long-Island area, with members of the 
Jewish faith, and he reported that constructive, co-operative, accept- 
ance had been forthcoming. He suggested that all such relations in 
this field might be more easily worked out on the local level. 


Ecumenical Dialogue in Virgin Islands 


The Bishop of the Virgin Islands reported to the House on what 
had been accomplished in the Virgin Islands in the field of ecumeni- 
cal relations. He stated that, on September 20, 1965, representatives 
of the British Methodist Church in the Islands and of the Episcopal 
Church would sit down for their first exploratory talks and that other 
denominational groups might subsequently become a part of the 
conversations. 


Structure 


The Bishop of Indianapolis reported for the Joint Commission on 
Structure of the General Convention. He stated that the Commission 
had received a far better reception at the 1964 General Convention 
than had been anticipated, and that they are looking forward to new 
strides in their report to the General Convention of 1967. 
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Interim Meeting 


The Bishop of West Virginia reported on the Special Meeting of 
the House of Bishops, which will be held at the Greenbrier Inn, 
White Sulphur Springs, West Virginia, from October 30 to Novem- 
ber 3 or 4, 1966. He announced that the Overseas Bishops, meeting 
before the Special Meeting, will be the guests of the Diocese of 
West Virginia at the diocesan Conference Center. 


The Bishop of Alaska moved the following Resolution: 


Resolved, That invitations for interim meetings of the House of 
pee include specific facts about the costs of hospitality; and be it 
urther 

Resolved, That it is the feeling of this House that simplicity and 
economy should be strong, governing, factors in the acceptance of 
future invitations. 


Resolution adopted 


Resolutions of Courtesy 

The Bishop of Southwestern Virginia offered a Resolution that 
greetings of this House be sent to widows of members who had died 
during the past year. 


Resolution adopted 


The Bishop of West Virginia expressed the deep-felt gratitude 
and admiration of the House to the Presiding Bishop for the manner 
in which he had presided at his first meeting. The House gave the 
Presiding Bishop a standing ovation. 


The Bishop of Southern Virginia, for the Committee on Hospi- 
tality, presented the Report of the Committee at the closing ban- 
quet. Taking its cue from the American Indian culture of the Glacier 
National Park area, the Report began as follows: 


Our song of thanks and honor is lifted to our hosts and their squaws 
of “The Land of the Shining Mountains, where the skies are bluer, the 
handclasp firmer, and the smile broader”, and no one would exchange 
it for a small green grave elsewhere—with apologies to each chief, 
brave, and squaw of the Blackfeet who ever lived, does live, or shall 
live on reservation or in trading post or village. 


In the same vein, Bishop Gunn moved that the House express its 
gratitude to the following: 


. 
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The Bishop of Montana, the Rt. Rev. Chandler W. Sterling. 

The Rev. Ellsworth A. St. John, Executive Assistant to the Bishop. 
The Rev. Jackson A. Gilliam. 

The Rev. A. B. Carlson. 

The Rev. R. D. Brown. 

Mr. Donald Mackay. 

Mr. David Ayers. 

Miss Elta May Kerch, the Bishop’s Secretary. 


The staff of East Glacier Lodge and the college students who waited 
on tables. 


The volunteer secretarial staff. 
Motion carried unanimously 


Adjournment 


The Chairman of the Committee on Dispatch of Business, stating 
that all matters on the agenda had been covered, moved that the 
House adjourn. 


Motion carried 


After the benediction by the Presiding Bishop, the House ad- 
journed, sine die. 


JOHN E. HINES, Presiding Bishop 


ALEXANDER M. RODGER, Secretary 


SUPPLEMENT B 


SPECIAL MEETING 
OF THE 
HOUSE OF BISHOPS 
1966 





WILSON LopGE, OGLEBAY PARK 
WHEELING, WEST VIRGINIA 
SUNDAY, OCTOBER 23, 1966 


Pursuant to the call of the Presiding Bishop and by Resolution of 
this House at its Special Meeting at East Glacier, Montana, in 1965, 
the House of Bishops met in Special Session at Wilson Lodge, 
Oglebay Park, Wheeling, West Virginia, on Sunday afternoon, 
October 23, 1966. 


Quiet Day 


The Meeting began with a Quiet Day starting at 3:00 in the 
afternoon. The leader was the Very Rev. H. C. N. Williams, 
Provost of Coventry Cathedral. Provost Williams guided the House 
in a three-part series of inspirational meditations, on the following 
topics: 


1. The background of the Church’s task today. 


2. What is required of the Church to meet the demands being 
made upon it. 


3. An experimental structure of the Church’s Ministry as seen 
through the team Ministry now being carried out at Coventry 
Cathedral. 


The first two meditations were given in the afternoon, the third 
after dinner in the evening. 


Welcoming Dinner 


At the Welcoming Dinner, the Presiding Bishop called upon the 
Bishop of West Virginia, who brought greetings from the Diocese 
and its people to the House of Bishops, and presented the General 
Chairman, Mr. John Williams, who in turn introduced the several 
members of his sub-committees. 


The Bishop of West Virginia then introduced the Governor of 
the State, the Hon. Hulett C. Smith, who welcomed the Members of 
the House and their wives to West Virginia and to Wheeling’s 
Oglebay Park. As a part of his greeting, the Governor made the 
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Presiding Bishop an Honorary Member of the West Virginia Moun- 
taineers, giving him a certificate testifying thereto. The Presiding 
Bishop received the award with thanks. 


WILSON LODGE, OGLEBAY PARK 
WHEELING, WEST VIRGINIA 
Monpbay, OCTOBER 24, 1966 


A Celebration of the Holy Communion took place in the Chapel 
of Wilson Lodge at 7:30 a.m. The Celebrant was the Presiding 
Bishop, assisted by the Vice-Chairman of the House, the Vice- 
President of the Executive Council, and the Bishop of West Virginia. 


The first Session of the House was called to order at 9:30 a.m., 
the Presiding Bishop in the chair. 


The Bishop Coadjutor of Virginia read a Lesson from the Holy 
Scriptures. 


The Presiding Bishop conducted the devotions of the House. 
Official Call 
The Secretary read the call for the Special Meeting, as follows: 


June 30, 1966 
Dear Bishop: 


The House of Bishops is called to meet in Special Session at Wilson 
Lodge, Oglebay Park, Wheeling, West Virginia, beginning at 2:30 p.m., 
on Sunday, October 23, 1966. 


The Provost of Coventry Cathedral, The Very Rev. H. C. N. Wil- 
liams, will lead a semi-Quiet Day, beginning at 2:30 p.m. on Sunday, 
the twenty-third. There will be a break for dinner, with resumption of 
the Quiet Day into the evening. 


The Meeting will close with a banquet on Thursday evening, October 
27th. 


The Agenda for the Meeting will include the following matters of 
business: 


1. Election of a Bishop of Cuba. 


2. Election of a Bishop Coadjutor for the Missionary District of 
the Philippines. 


3. Request for the election of a Bishop Coadjutor for the Mission- 
ary District of South Dakota. 


4. Strategy of the National Church in the light of diocesan strategy. 
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5. Results and implications of the Urban Pilot-Diocese Program. 
6. Theological concerns in the Church today. 


7. Three Resolutions referred to the Committee on Canons from 
the Suffragan Bishop for the Armed Forces for a report to the House 
in 1966. 


8. Report of the Theological Committee on 
a. the continuing dialogue with contemporary theologians and 
b. the Resolution authorizing Deacons to administer both Ele- 
ments of the Holy Communion. 


9. Resolution from the Committee on the Office of a Bishop on 
the resignation of certain Bishops who have resigned their posts be- 
cause of unusual political or other situations in their Dioceses. (This 
was also referred to the Committee on Amendments to the Constitu- 
tion for a report at this 1966 Meeting.) 


10. Statement from the Joint Commission on the Healing Ministry 
concerning participation of laymen in public healing services. 


11. Statement from the Bishop of Rhode Island, together with a 
Resolution from the Standing Committee of the Diocese of New York, 
on a study of the increased number of Suffragan Bishops. 


12. Progress reports on Ecumenical Relations, the Partnership 
Plan, and the Executive Council’s Committee on Stewardship. 


The House will probably find it necessary to have evening sessions. 
There will be one free afternoon for recreation. 


With every good wish, I am 
Sincerely, 
ALEXANDER M. RODGER 
Secretary 


The roll was called and 135 Bishops, being more than a quorum, 
were recorded present. 


The Chair announced with regret that the following members of 
the House had indicated their inability to be present: Bishop 
Tucker, Bishop McNeil, Bishop Stark (Dudley), the Bishop of 
Eau Claire, the Suffragan Bishop of the Philippines (Cabanban), 
and the Suffragan Bishop of Honolulu. 


On Motion, the greetings of the House were sent to the above- 
mentioned members. 


Necrology 


The Secretary read the names of those Bishops who had died 
since the last meeting of the House of Bishops, to wit: 


The Rt. Rev. Louis Chester Melcher, D.D., Resigned Bishop of 
Central Brazil, died September 20, 1965. 


+ 
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The Rt. Rev. John James Gravatt, D.D.; Retired Bishop of Upper 
South Carolina, died October 14, 1965. 


The Rt. Rev. Bravid Washington Harris, D.D., Retired Bishop of 
Liberia, died October 21, 1965. 


The Rt. Rev. Lewis Bliss Whittemore, D.D., ST.D., Retired Bishop 
of Western Michigan, died December 5, 1965. 


The Rt. Rev. Edward Makin Cross, S.T.D., Retired Bishop of 
Spokane, died December 7, 1965. 


The Rt. Rev. Romualdo Gonzalez-Agiieros, Bishop of Cuba, died 
January 9, 1966. 


The Rt. Rev. James Pernette DeWolfe, D.D., S.T.D., LL.D., Bishop 
of Long Island, died February 6, 1966. 


The Rt. Rev. Spence Burton, S.S.J.E., D.D., S.T.D., Retired Bishop 
of Nassau, died February 12, 1966. 


The Rt. Rev. Goodrich R. Fenner, S.T.D., Retired Bishop of Kansas, 
died February 14, 1966. 


The Rt. Rev. Duncan Montgomery Gray, D.D., Retired Bishop of 
Mississippi, died June 25, 1966. 


The Rt. Rev. Athalicio T. Pithan, D.D., Retired Bishop of Southern 
Brazil, died August 29, 1966. 


The Rt. Rev. Alfred Alonzo Gilman, S.T.D., Retired Bishop of 
Hankow, died September 13, 1966. 


The Rt. Rev. Benjamin Martin Washburn, S.T.D., D.D., Retired 
Bishop of Newark, died October 16, 1966. 


The House stood while the Presiding Bishop offered prayers for 
the above-named former members. The Chair notified the House 
that committees had been appointed, in respect of each of the above, 
to prepare Memorials, which will be sent to the members of the 
bereaved families. 


Presentation of Recently Consecrated Bishops 


The Bishops recently consecrated and not yet presented were now 
presented to the House, as follows: 


The Bishop of Western Kansas, the Rt. Rev. William Davidson, pre- 
sented by the Bishop of Idaho and the Bishop of North Dakota. 


The Suffragan Bishop of New Jersey, the Rt. Rev. Albert Wiencke 
Van Duzer, presented by the Bishop of Newark and the Bishop of 
Pennsylvania. 


The Suffragan Bishop of Tennessee, the Rt. Rev. William Fred Gates, 
Jr., presented by the Bishop of Tennessee and the Bishop of Arkansas. 


The Suffragan Bishop of Dallas, the Rt. Rev. William Paul Barnds, 
age Ph.D., presented by the Bishop of Fond du Lac and the Bishop 
of Texas. 
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The Bishop of Harrisburg, the Rt. Rev. Dean Theodore Stevenson, 
S.T.D., presented by the Bishop of Erie and the Suffragan Bishop of 
Harrisburg. 


The Bishop Coadjutor of Virginia, the Rt. Rev. Robert Bruce Hall, 
D.D., presented by the Bishop of the Philippines and the Bishop 
Coadjutor of Central New York. 


Changes of Status 


The Secretary announced the following changes of status of mem- 
bers of the House, to wit: 


The Rt. Rev. Jonathan Goodhue Sherman, S.T.D., from Suffragan 
Bishop to Bishop of Long Island, under date of May 10, 1966. 


_The Rt. Rev. John Maury Allin, D.D., from Bishop Coadjutor to 
Bishop of Mississippi, under date of May 31, 1966. 


Resignations 


The Secretary announced the resignations of the following mem- 
bers of the House, their resignations having been accepted during 
the interim, to wit: 


The Rt. Rev. John Thomas Heistand, D.D., LL.D., S.T.D., Bishop 
of Harrisburg, under Canon 42, Sec. 7 (a), effective October 1, 1966. 


The Rt. Rev. Duncan Montgomery Gray, D.D., Bishop of Missis- 
sippi, under Canon 42, Sec. 8 (b), effective May 31, 1966. 


The Rt. Rev. Allen Jerome Miller, D.D., Ph.D., Bishop of Easton, 
under Canon 42, Sec. 8 (b), effective January 1, 1967. 


The Rt. Rev. James A. Pike, J.S.D., S.T.D., Bishop of California, 
under Canon 42, Sec. 8 (b), resigned effective September 15, 1966. 


The Secretary then reported the requests of the following Bishops 
that their resignations be accepted, to wit: 


The Rt. Rev. Charles P. Gilson, D.D., Suffragan Bishop of Honolulu, 
under Canon 42, Sec. 8 (a), effective September 3, 1967. 


The Rt. Rev. Russell S. Hubbard, D.D., Bishop of Spokane, under 
Canon 42, Sec. 8 (a), effective April 30, 1967. 


Referred to the Committee on Resignation of Bishops 


The Chair called upon the Chairman of the Committee on Dis- 
patch of Business to present the Order of the Day, which was 
adopted. 


The Chair called upon the Bishop of West Virginia, who wel- 
comed the members of the House to Wheeling and the Diocese of 
West Virginia. 


. 
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Committee on Hospitality 


The Chair announced the appointment of the ee members 
to the Committee on Hospitality: 


The Bishop of Iowa 

The Suffragan Bishop of Oregon 

The Bishop of Puerto Rico 

The Bishop Coadjutor of Virginia 
Resolutions Offered 


The Bishop of South Florida presented a Resolution concerning 
the status of Bishop Pike in the House. He moved that, until fur- 
ther notice, a seat and voice be given to Bishop Pike. 


Referred to the Committee on Amendments to the Constitution 
(See page 14) 


The Chairman of the Committee on Dispatch of Business pre- 
sented a Memorial from the Synod of the Diocese of Springfield 
concerning the ordination of women. 


Referred to the Committee on the Proper Place of Women 
in the Church’s Ministry 
(See page 50) 


The Chairman of the Committee on Dispatch of Business pre- 
sented a request from the Standing Committees of the Diocese of 
Dallas and the Diocese of California on baptized people and the 
reception of the Holy Communion. 


Referred to the Theological Committee 


The Chair announced that a Special Committee of Advice had 
been appointed, as follows: 


Bishop Dun, Chairman; Bishops Bayne, Klein, Louttit, Warnecke, 
Mosley, Sherman, and Emrich. 


On Motion, the House validated the Committee, whose task was 
to evaluate the implications of a proposed Presentment, with the 
hope that any action might be withheld until after full considera- 
tion by the House. 


On Motion of the Bishop of South Florida, the House voted to 
receive the report of the Special Committee in Open Session on 
Tuesday evening. After discussion and reconsideration, an amend- 
ment offered by the Bishop of South Florida, that the Open Session 
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be moved from the evening to 3:00 p.m. on Tuesday afternoon, was 
carried. 


(See pages 13, 26) 
The Armed Forces 


The Chairman of the Committee on Dispatch of Business called 
upon the Suffragan Bishop for the Armed Forces, who reported on 
his work. He stated, among other things, that the office of the 
Suffragan Bishop was now at full strength and doing a good job. 
He further stated that the co-operation of the Advisory Council of 
the Bishop of the Armed Forces has been invaluable and that a 
larger complement of chaplains in the Armed Forces can be forth- 
coming only through the continued good will and co-operation of 
the Bishops of the Church. 


The Bishop of South Florida presented the following Resolution 
on behalf of the Advisory Council of the Bishop of the Armed 
Forces: 


Whereas, In the Armed Forces, Episcopal and Lutheran Chaplains 
are often categorized as “Liturgical”, thus causing the assignment of 
one or the other to a unit or installation; and 


Whereas, Lutherans and Episcopalians often gravitate to each others’ 
services, especially to receive the Sacraments, in the absence of a 
chaplain of their own Communion; 


Therefore, The Advisory Council of the Bishop for the Armed Forces, 
at its regular meeting held in New York City on October 21, 1966, 
unanimously voted to petition the House of Bishops to request the Joint 
Commission on Ecumenical Relations to enter into conversations with 
the parallel Commissions of the major Lutheran bodies, in order to de- 
termine whether or not such participation in each others’ Sacraments 
might be regularized. 


Referred to the Committee on Ecumenical Relations 


Missionary District of Ecuador 


The Bishop of Massachusetts, on behalf of the Committee on 
Overseas Missions, called upon the Bishop of Colombia, who spoke 
to the need of a division of the Missionary District of Colombia 
with Ecuador. He reported that the division has been recommended 
also by the Bishops of the Ninth Province, the Executive Council, 
and the meeting of Overseas Bishops. 


Referred to the Committee on Overseas Missions 
(See page 49) 


. 
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Advisory Committee 


The Bishop of Connecticut reported for the Advisory Committee 
for the House of Bishops, as follows: : 

At the request, and under the chairmanship, of the Presiding Bishop, 
and under our General Rules XXV, the Presidents of the Provinces met, 
September 6, 1965, at Glacier Park Lodge, East Glacier, Montana, and 
organized, with the Bishop of Connecticut as Vice-Chairman when 
functioning as the Council of Advice to the Presiding Bishop, and as 
Chairman when functioning as the Advisory Committee for the House 
of Bishops. 


Various matters presented to his Council of Advice by the Presiding 
Bishop were discussed and the Council’s advice was given. 


The Advisory Committee respectfully calls to the attention of mem- 
bers of this House of Bishops two matters, as follows: 


1. The Presiding Bishop is the proper official to make public state- 
ments in the name of this House and of this Church. 


2. Matters to be brought before this House for consideration and 
action (other than Messages from the House of Deputies, the Execu- 
tive Council, or other official body of this Church) should be pre- 
sented by a member of this House and through the Presiding Bishop. 


He then moved the following Resolution: 


In view of problems of status in this House which have arisen regard- 
ing certain Bishops who have resigned or may resign their posts because 
of unusual political or other situations in their Dioceses; be it 


Resolved, That the Committee on Amendments to the Constitution 
and the Committee on the Office of a Bishop be requested to review this 
situation and make recommendations to us for action. 


Resolution adopted 
Ecumenical Relations 


The Bishop of Virginia reported for the Joint Commission on 
Ecumenical Relations. He spoke of the work being done by the 
Joint Commission both on the national and international levels, and 
asked the House to take note of Sunday, April 24, 1966, which is 
to be a wide-spread observance to encourage participating denomi- 
national groups to enter into joint study on the national level and 
exchange pulpit-guests across denominational lines. 


On the world-scene, he spoke of the negotiations looking toward 
Church unity being carried on by member Churches of the Anglican 
Communion, particularly in Nigeria, Canada, England, Scotland, 
Ceylon, North-India & Pakistan, and Ghana. 


Councils of Churches 


He then called upon the Bishop of Delaware, as chairman of the 
Committee on Councils of Churches and a member of the Executive 
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sionary Bishops, originally suggested by the Overseas Bishops, and 
referred to the Committee on Rules of Order by the House of 
Bishops at its Meeting of 1965, be now called up from Committee. 


Motion carried 


Bishop Bayne thereupon moved as follows: 


Resolved, That Rule I., Paragraph 2, of the Rules of Order pertain- 
ing to Missionary Bishops be, and the same is hereby, amended, so as 
to read as follows: 


2. Before any vacancy in the Missionary Episcopate is to be con- 
sidered or filled at any meeting of the House, notice to this effect shall 
be given in the call of such meeting. The ballot for the election to 
any such vacancy shall not, without unanimous consent, be taken at a 
special meeting until at least the first day, nor at a meeting of the 
General Convention until at least the second day, after nominations 
have been made to the House. In the event of the occurrence of a 
vacancy in a Missionary District, or the resignation of a Missionary 
Bishop, between the issuance of the call for a special meeting of the 
House of Bishops and the meeting thereof, the House, by a two- 
thirds vote of those present and entitled to vote, shall be competent 
to fill such vacancy, or to act upon such resignation. 


and be it further 


Resolved, That Rule II., Paragraph 1, of said Rules be, and the same 
is hereby, amended, so as to read as follows: 


1. In the case of each vacancy to be filled a special Joint Nominat- 
ing Committee shall be appointed. The Committee shall be composed 
of three persons from the jurisdiction concerned, chosen by its Council 
of Advice or in some other manner as ordered by the Presiding Bishop, 
and three members of this House, appointed by the Presiding Bishop. 
The Joint Nominating Committee shall elect its own officers and shall 
nominate three persons for the vacancy. Three weeks before the meet- 
ing of the House these names shall be sent in confidence to each 
Bishop. 


and be it further 


Resolved, That Rule II., Paragraph 3, of said Rules be, and the 
same is hereby, amended, so as to read as follows: 


3. At the meeting of the House, the names of the persons proposed 
by the Joint Nominating Committee shall be formally placed in nomi- 
nation, and opportunity shall also be given for nominations from 
the floor. 


and be it further 


Resolved, That Rule II., Paragraph 4, of said Rules be, and the same 
in hereby, amended, so that the opening words thereof shall read as 
follows: 


4. The Joint Nominating Committees and the Bishops making 
nominations, and others having knowledge of the persons... 


the rest of Paragraph 4 remaining unchanged. 
Resolution adopted 


. 
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Joint Commission on Structure 


The Bishop of Indianapolis, as Chairman, reported for the Joint 
Commission on Structure of the General Convention and Provinces. 
He stated that re-structuring and the study of structures is going on 
in many places throughout the Church, much of it attributable to 
the Joint Urban Program of the Executive Council, and particularly 
to the Pilot-Diocese phase of that program. He pointed out that, in 
addition to the Joint Commission, several other bodies are engaged 
in study of structure, and he cited the Mutual Responsibility Com- 
mission, the Committee on Diocesan Boundaries, and the Execu- 
tive Council. The Commission itself was orginally charged only 
with the re-structuring of the General Convention, but there has 
been added to its concerns, also, those of the former Joint Com- 
mittees on Provinces and on the Nomenclature and Status of Mis- 
sionary Districts, and the Joint Commission has given thought to, 
and will propose legislation concerning, all of these matters. Bishop 
Craine commented that there is clearly emerging from the delibera- 
tions of the Commission a recognition of a confusion, in the Church’s 
official structures, as between legislation and administration. To 
untangle these quite distinct functions, he said, might result in the 
abolishing of the Executive Council in its present form, and the 
substitution therefor of a Presiding-Bishop-and-Cabinet operation. 
Finally, Bishop Craine announced that the Joint Commission will 
again introduce legislation to permit of the seating of women as 
Deputies and for proportional representation. In conclusion, he 
called upon his brother Bishops for their co-operation, without 
which, re-structuring of the Church, which all desire, will be im- 
possible. 


Participation of Clergy in Ecumenical Services 


The Bishop of Southwestern Virginia raised a question about par- 
ticipation of the clergy in ecumenical services. He asked for clari- 
fication, so that clergymen might know the extent to which such 
participation is acceptable to the Church. 


Referred to the Committee of Nine 


Bishop Crowther 


The Chairman of the Committee on Dispatch of Business called 
upon the Vice-President of the Executive Council to introduce the 
Rt. Rev. C. Edward Crowther, Bishop of Kimberley and Kuruman, 
Province of South Africa, to the House. Bishop Crowther was 
granted the courtesy of the House. He spoke with reference to 
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poverty and persecution as these are seen by the Church in South 
Africa. 


Bishop Zulu 


The Bishop of Bethlehem moved that the House send greetings 
to the Rt. Rev. Alpheus H. Zulu on the occasion of his enthrone- 
ment as Bishop of Zululand. 


Motion carried 


The House stood while Bishop Mitchell read noon-day prayers. 


Special Order of Day Proposed 


The Bishop of South Florida, who had moved the original Mo- 
tion, and its subsequent amendment, which set a Special Order of 
Business for 3:00 p.m. on Tuesday, to receive, in Open Session, the 
Report of the Special Committee of Advice, now moved a re- 
consideration of the matter. 


Motion carried 


Bishop Dun, Chairman of the Special Committee, spoke of the 
burden placed upon him, and on the Special Committee, and re- 
quested that the House favorably consider receiving the Report in 
closed session. He stated that, by so doing, the House could better 
deal with the issue with deep understanding of the problem, and 
thereby achieve a greater healing, stabilizing, and sustaining position. 


The Bishop of West Virginia spoke in favor of fewer closed 
sessions. 

It was moved—That the House resolve itself into a Council of 
Bishops, at 3:00 p.m. Tuesday, as requested by Bishop Dun, the session 
to be followed immediately by an Open Session of the House on the 
matter, 


Motion carried 
Sign Language 
The Suffragan Bishop of Harrisburg presented the following 
Resolution: 


Resolved, That the teaching of Sign Language in seminaries be con- 
sidered as a need in the Church and that such instruction be put on a 
par with other subjects. 

Referred to the Theological Committee 
(See page 19) 


On Motion, the House adjourned at 12:30 p.m. 


¥ 
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The House reconvened at 2:30 p.m., the Presiding Bishop in the 
chair, and resolved itself into a Council of Bishops. 


The Council rose. 
The House of Bishops was called to order. 


The Bishop of Northern California reported for the Joint Com- 
mission on Evangelism. 


Overseas Missionaries 


The Bishop Coadjutor of Alabama, an elected Member of the 
Executive Council and an appointed member of its Overseas De- 
partment, submitted by title, on behalf of the Department, for 
preliminary consideration by the House, and for action of the Gen- 
eral Convention of 1967, a proposed amendment to Canon 4, Sec- 
tion 9, which would permit of the appointment of persons, not 
communicants of this Church, as Missionaries, for assignment to 
posts for which they are professionally prepared. 


Referred to the Committee on Canons 
(See page 21) 


Bishop Murray also asked for preliminary reflection on the prob- 
lems (often acute) of re-entry into the life of the home Church of 
persons, both clerical and lay, who have spent some time in over- 
seas posts,—in the mission field, in the Armed Forces, and in the 
Convocation of American Churches in Europe. He suggested that 
one solution might be an agreement on the part of diocesan Bishops 
to accept responsibility for restoring such persons to canonical resi- 
dence after their tours of duty are completed. 


Status of Bishop Pike 


The Bishop of Alabama reported for the Committee on Amend- 
ments to the Constitution, regarding the status of Bishop Pike in 
the House, as follows: 


The Committee on Amendments to the Constitution reports that, 
under the Constitution (Article I., Section 2), a Bishop who has resigned 
his jurisdiction for reason or reasons other than advanced age or bodily 
infirmity (or to accept an office created by the General Convention) is 
not entitled either to a seat or to a seat and vote in this House. 


However, in this present instance, the Committee recommends that 
Bishop Pike be extended the courtesy of a seat, with voice, at this 
particular meeting of the House. 


Recommendation adopted 
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Participation, Laymen, Services of Healing 


The Bishop of West Virginia presented an Interim Report for 
the Joint Commission on the Ministry of Healing in respect of the 
participation of laymen in public services of healing. 


The Bishop of South Florida moved the adoption of the follow- 
ing Recommendation contained in the Report, as a guide for the 
Bishops of this Church, to wit: 


Until proper canonical requirements are evolved, the Healing Com- 
mission recommends three minimal requirements to help insure proper 
competence: (1) Commendation by the Priest of the Parish in which 
the layman is a communicant, (2) a psychiatric evaluation, and (3) an 
annual renewal, by his Bishop, of permisison to participate in the Heal- 
ing Ministry. 


Recommendation adopted 


On Motion, the House adjourned at 4:45 p.m. 


The House met at 8:00 p.m., the Presiding Bishop in the chair. 
He introduced the Bishop of Pennsylvania who spoke of the Pilot- 
Diocese phase of the Executive Council’s Joint Urban Program. 


The Bishop of Pennsylvania, in turn, introduced the Rev. G. H. 
Jack Woodward, Executive Secretary for Urban Work of the Home 
Department, who spoke to the Program, and called upon the 
Bishops of Southern Ohio, Missouri, and Idaho, three of the many 
Bishops in whose Dioceses and Missionary Districts Pilot-Diocese 
Programs are in operation, to describe aspects of their involvement 
in the Urban Program. 


On Motion, the House adjourned at 9:25 p.m. 


WILSON LODGE, OGLEBAY PARK 
WHEELING, WEST VIRGINIA 
TUESDAY, OCTOBER 25, 1966 
Election of Missionary Bishops 


Pursuant to the Order of the Day, there was a celebration of 
the Holy Communion in the Chapel, Wilson Lodge, at 7:30 a.m., 
the Presiding Bishop being the Celebrant, assisted by the Vice- 
Chairman of the House, Bishop Bentley, and the Bishop of 
Massachusetts. 


. 
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The House assembled in Executive Session. 


The Bishop of Harrisburg read a Lesson from the Holy Scrip- 
tures. 


The Secretary read the list of nominations for Bishop Coadjutor 
of the Philippines. 


The Veni, Creator Spiritus was sung. 


Silence was observed for a space, and the Service To Be Used 
Before Balloting was concluded. 


The Chair announced that an election was in order for Bishop 
Coadjutor of the Philippines. 


The Chair appointed the Bishop Coadjutor of Virginia, the 
Bishop of Harrisburg, the Suffragan Bishop of Dallas (Barnds), 
and the Suffragan Bishop of Tennessee (Gates), as tellers. 


The Bishops, in order, deposited their ballots. 


The Rt. Rev. Benito C. Cabanban, Suffragan Bishop of the 
Philippines, was found, on the first ballot, to have been elected by 
more than two-thirds of the votes cast. He was thereupon declared 
by the Chair to have been chosen Bishop Coadjutor of the 
Philippines. 


The Chair announced the completion of the election of the Rt. 
Rev. Benito C. Cabanban, subject to the consents of the majority of 
the Standing Committees. 


The Chair appointed the Bishop of the Philippines, the Vice- 
President of the Executive Council, and the Bishop of Massa- 
chusetts, to notify the Rt. Rev. Benito Cabanban of his election. 


The Chair appointed the Bishop of the Philippines to notify the 
Council of Advice of the Missionary District of the Philippines of 
the election, subject to the canonical consents. 


Following the election, the testimonials were signed, in accord- 
ance with the provisions of Canon 39, Sec. 2 (c), by a constitutional 
majority of Bishops. 


The Chair announced that an election was in order for Bishop 
Coadjutor of the Missionary District of South Dakota. 


The Secretary read the list of nominations for Bishop Coadjutor 
of South Dakota. 


The Chair appointed the Suffragan Bishop of New Jersey, the 
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Bishop of Western Kansas, the pub agan Bishop of Oregon, and the 
Bishop of Texas, as tellers. 


The Bishops, in order, deposited their ballots; and the Rt. Rev. 
Lyman C. Ogilby, Bishop of the Philippines, was found, on the first 
ballot, to have been elected by more than two-thirds of the votes 
cast. He was thereupon declared by the Chair to have been chosen 
Bishop Coadjutor of the Missionary District of South Dakota. 


The Chair announced the completion of the election of the Rt. 
Rev. Lyman C. Ogilby. 


The Chair appointed the Bishop of South Dakota, the Bishop of 
Minnesota, and the Bishop of North Dakota, to notify the Rt. Rev. 
Lyman C. Ogilby of his election. 


The Chair appointed the Bishop of South Dakota to notify the 
Council of Advice of the Missionary District of South Dakota of 
the election. 


Following the election, the testimonials were signed, in accordance 
with the provisions of Canon 39, Sec. 2 (c), by a constitutional 
majority of Bishops. 


After prayers for the Bishops-elect, the House rose at 8:45 a.m., 
to reconvene at 10:00 a.m. 





The House reconvened at 10:00 a.m., the Presiding Bishop in 
the chair. 


The Suffragan Bishop of Dallas (Barnds) read a Lesson from the 
Holy Scriptures. 


The Chair led the House in devotions. 
Bishop of Wheeling 


The Chair called upon the Bishop of West Virginia, who intro- 
duced His Excellency, the Most Rev. Joseph Hodges, Bishop of the 
Roman Catholic Diocese of Wheeling, to the House. Bishop Hodges 
brought greetings in the love of our Lord Jesus Christ. 


Message to Armed Forces 


The Chairman of the Committee on Dispatch of Business moved 
the Order of the Day. He presented a Resolution on behalf of the 
Suffragan Bishop of Los Angeles and the Bishop of Northern 
Michigan, as follows: 


. 


18 JOURNAL OF THE GENERAL CONVENTION [3rd Day 


Resolved, That we, the Bishops of the Episcopal Church, in session 
at Wheeling, West Virginia, send to our Chaplains and, through them, 
to the officers and to the men and women in the Armed Forces, an ex- 
pression of our deep concern for them and an assurance of our prayers 
for them, most particularly for those in the Viet Nam struggle. 


Resolution adopted 


The Chair called for invitations for future meetings of the House. 
The Bishop of Georgia invited the House to meet in Augusta in 
1968. 


Referred to the Committee on Interim Meetings 


Foundation for Theological Renewal 


The Bishop of Michigan reported for the Theological Committee, 
regarding a Resolution presented by the Bishop of South Florida on 
the subject of a foundation for theological renewal. The Committee 
stated that it was not in a position to consider the establishment of 
such a foundation and asked that it be discharged from further 
consideration of the matter. 


After discussion, the Resolution was laid on the table, to be con- 
sidered at a later Executive Session of the House. 
(See page 45) 


Administration of Sacrament by Deacons 


The Bishop of Michigan continued his Report for the Theological 
Committee, regarding the request of the Bishop of Nevada for the 
judgment of the House about the administration of the Sacrament 
to a congregation by a Deacon. The Bishop of Michigan moved the 
adoption of the following Judgment: 


It is the mind of this House that Deacons exist to serve the Church 
in the varying circumstances in which the Church finds itself; that this 
service of souls is our primary concern; that if Deacons may administer 
the Sacraments to the sick (assisting the Priest), there is no reason 
(circumstances requiring it) why they should not do so to a group. 


If the Deacons carry the Sacrament, one-half hour after consecration, 
two miles to a sick communicant, there is no reason why they should 
not carry the Sacrament 100 miles, 24 hours after consecration, to an 
isolated congregation. The Deacon’s duty is “to assist the Priest” under 
the supervision of the Bishop. 


There is a distinction to be made between Reservation for the sake 
of Holy Communion (the sick, the isolated, etc.) and Reservation for 
the sake of Devotional Exercises. The first is the material point on 
which all can agree. 


Motion carried 
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Sign Language 


The Bishop of Michigan reported out a Resolution on the teach- 
ing of Sign Language in theological seminaries, submitted by the 
Suffragan Bishop of Harrisburg, as follows: 


Resolved, That the House of Bishops recommend to the Joint Com- 
mission on Education for Holy Orders that it study the matter of teach- 
ing the Sign Language in the theological seminaries, and suggest to the 
respective Deans that they provide for courses in the Sign Language and 
give academic credit for it, just as for Hebrew and Greek. 


Referred to the Joint Commission on Education for Holy Orders 
Population, Poverty, and Peace 


The Bishop of Michigan reported for the Committee on the 
Pastoral. He stated that there would be no Pastoral issued at this 
meeting, but that the Committee would present Position Papers. 
He called upon the Bishop of Bethlehem, who read a Position Paper 
on Population, Poverty, and Peace. 


After considerable discussion and an amendment, the Paper was 
adopted by the House. 
(Appendix 1) 


Missionary Bishops—Announcement of Elections 


The Chair announced publicly the results of the elections for 
Missionary Bishops, as follows: 


Bishop Coadjutor of the Philippines, the Rt. Rev. Benito Cabanban, 
Suffragan Bishop of the Philippines. 


Bishop Coadjutor of South Dakota, the Rt. Rev. Lyman C. Ogilby, 
Bishop of the Philippines. 


The Bishop of the Philippines addressed the House. He stated 
that, it being the will of the House, he would accept his election. 


Nine additional Bishops reported their attendance to the Sec- 
retary as of the second day of the Meeting. 


Report of Committee on Canons 


The Bishop of Florida, for the Committee on Canons, reported 
out a Resolution introduced by the Bishop of South Florida on 
behalf of the Suffragan Bishop for the Armed Forces, on re-marriage 
of military personnel after divorce. He stated that the Committee 
felt that persons should apply to the Bishop of their home residence 
for dispensations and moved that he Committee be discharged. 


Motion carried 


. 
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The Bishop of Florida reported out a Resolution introduced by 
the Bishop of Western Michigan on canonical changes regarding the 
election and duties of a Suffragan. Bishop for the Armed Forces. 
He stated that the Bishop of Western Michigan’was re-writing the 
suggested canon, for future presentation, and moved that the Com- 
mittee be discharged. 


Motion carried 


The Bishop of Florida reported out additions to Canon 16, Sec. 6, 
as submitted by the Bishop of Western Michigan. Inasmuch as these 
were to be incorporated into a later proposed addition, the Com- 
mittee moved that it be discharged. 


Motion carried 


The Bishop of Florida presented a proposed Amendment to 
Canon 16, Sec. 5(a), as follows: 


Sec. 5(a). A communicant or baptized member, desiring to change 
from one Parish or Congregation to another, shall be entitled to receive 
and shall procure from the Rector or Minister of the Parish or Congre- 
gation of his or her last enrollment or, if there be no Rector or Minister, 
from one of the Wardens, a certificate addressed to the Rector or 
Minister of the Parish or Congregation to which removal is desired, 
stating that he or she is duly registered or enrolled as a Communicant 
or baptized member in the Parish or Congregation from which he or 
she desires to be transferred, and whether he or she is then in good 
standing, and if not in good standing, the reason or reasons therefor. 
The Rector or Minister or Warden of the Parish or Congregation to 
which such communicant or baptized member may remove shall enroll 
him or her as a communicant or baptized member when such certificate 
is presented, or, on failure to produce such certificate through no fault 
of such communicant or baptized member, upon other evidence of his 
or her being such a communicant or baptized member, sufficient in the 
judgment of said Rector or Minister. Notice of such enrollment in such 
Parish or Congregation to which such communicant or baptized member 
shall have transferred shall be sent by the Rector or Minister thereof to 
the Rector of the Parish from which the communicant or baptized 
member is removed. 


Referred to the General Convention of 1967 


The Bishop of Florida reported out a proposed Amendment to 
Canon 16, Sec. 6, by the addition of a new sentence to read as 
follows: 


A person refused or repelled in the Parish or Congregation of which 
he is a member shall not be restored or admitted in any other Parish 
or Congregation without the written permission of the Bishop of the 
Diocese in which such person is canonically resident. 


Referred to the General Convention of 1967 
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The Bishop of Florida reported out the proposed canonical re- 
vision on employment of Missionaries not communicants of this 
Church, as submitted by the Overseas Department. In place of 
Canon 4, Sec. 9, the Committee recommends the following: 


Sec. 9(a). Ordained Ministers and lay communicants of this Church, 
or of some Church in communion with this Church, in good standing, 
who qualify in accordance with the standards and procedures adopted 
from time to time by the Executive Council, shall be eligible for ap- 
pointment as Missionaries of this Church. 


(b). Members in good standing of Churches not in communion with 
this Church, but otherwise qualified as above, may, at the request of 
the Ecclesiastical Authority of the jurisdiction in which the require- 
ment exists, be appointed Missionaries and assigned to positions for 
which they are professionally prepared; and NOTE, that the Ecclesiasti- 
cal Authority of a jurisdiction may employ any qualified person for 
work in that jurisdiction. 


Referred to the General Convention of 1967 


The Committee on Canons reported on a request from the Suf- 
faragan Bishop of Washington, regarding additional canonical sup- 
port for Rectors and Assistants in the matter of unfair practices 
pertaining to employment and discharge, as follows: 


The Committee believes that such cases are rare and moves that it 
be discharged from further consideration of the matter. 


Motion carried 
Move to Censure Press 


The Bishop of South Florida called attention to an article by the 
Rev. Lester Kinsolving in the San Francisco Chronicle, under date 
of October 21, 1966, pertaining, among other things, to the lack of 
a quorum in the Court for the Trial of a Bishop. He moved that the 
San Francisco Chronicle be notified that the Rev. Lester Kinsolving 
is not acceptable to this House as an accredited reporter. 


The Bishop of Connecticut moved that the Motion be tabled. 
Motion carried 


The Chair called upon Bishop Lawrence (W. Appleton), who led 
the House in noon-day prayers. 


Episcopalian Awards 


The Chair made the Presiding Bishop’s Awards for Excellence in 
Diocesan Journalism, sponsored by the Episcopalian, as follows: 


Magazine “Most Improved”—The Newark Churchman, Diocese 
of Newark, the Rev. A. Stewart Hogenauer, Editor. In the absence 
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of the Rev. Mr. Hogenauer, the Bishop of Newark and the Suffragan 
Bishop of Newark received the award. 


Newspaper “Most Improved”—The Jamestown Churchman, Di- 
ocese of Southern Virginia, Mr. David Kippenbrock, Editor. Mr. 
Kippenbrock received the award in the presence of the Bishop and 
the Bishop Coadjutor of Southern Virginia. 


Magazine “Best in Field”—Episcopal Advance, Diocese of Chi- 
cago, Mrs. Marian Wiegman, Editor. The Bishop and the Bishop 
Coadjutor of Chicago received the award in the absence of Mrs. 
Wiegman. 


Newspaper “Best in Field”—The Episcopal New Yorker, Dio- 
cese of New York, Mrs. Gloria Lambson, Editor; Mr. Harold Mock, 
Publisher. Mrs. Lambson received the award in the presence of the 
Bishop of New York. 


On Motion, the House recessed at 12:05 p.m. 





The House reconvened at 2:30 p.m., the Presiding Bishop in the 
chair. 


World Conference Church and Society 


The Bishop of Delaware reported on the World Conference on 
the Church and Society, sponsored by the World Council of 
Churches at Geneva, Switzerland in July, 1966, of which he was 
Co-Chairman. The Conference spoke to the Christian and to the 
technological and social revolutions of our time. 


The Chair announced to the House that a year from now the 
National Council of Churches in the U. S. A. will seek to mount a 
Conference in this country on the lines of that held in Geneva. He 
commended the four volumes written in preparation for the Geneva 
Conference, stating that they would be markedly informative to the 
Bishops and to the Church at large. 


Interim Meetings 


The Bishop of Northwest Texas reported for the Committee on 
Interim Meetings. He moved that the House accept the invitation 
of the Bishop of Georgia that it meet at Augusta, Georgia, during 
the last week of October, 1968. 


Action upon the Motion was postponed, pending information 
about housing and costs. 
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Associate Dioceses and Provinces 


The Vice-President of the Executive Council introduced certain 
proposals concerning overseas bishoprics and provinces, involving 
proposed Amendments to the Constitution (Articles VI., VII., and 
VIII.) and to two Canons (8 and 9) designed to establish a pro- 
cedure whereby overseas jurisdictions may move toward autonomy, 
as follows: 


A. Resolved, the House of Deputies concurring, That the following 
amendments be made to the Constitution; and that said proposed 
amendments be made known to the several Dioceses and Missionary 
Districts and to the Convocation of the American Churches in Europe. 
in accordance with Article XI. of the Constitution; namely, 


1. That a new Section, to be numbered Section 4, be added to 
Article VI. of the Constitution, to read as follows: 


Sec. 4. The House of Bishops may, in accordance with the 
Canons, constitute a Missionary District established beyond the 
territory of the United States an Associated Diocese of this Church. 
Such Associated Diocese shall not be entitled to representation in 
the House of Deputies of the General Convention; nor shall its 
Bishop or Bishops be entitled to vote in the House of Bishops 
thereof if he or they are at the same time members of the House 
of Bishops of an Associated Province or of a Church or Province 
in communion with this Church. The provisions of Article X. of 
this Constitution shall not extend to an Associated Diocese. 


2. That Article VII. of the Constitution be amended by inserting 
after the first word thereof a comma and the words, “Associated 
Diocese,”; after the first word of the second line the words, “or Asso- 
ciated Provinces”; after the last word of the fourth line the words, 
“or Associated Diocese”; and after the word “Province” in the last 
line the words, “or Associated Province”; so that the Article shall 
read as follows: 


Dioceses, Associated Dioceses, and Missionary Districts, may be 
united into Provinces or Associated Provinces in such manner, and 
under such conditions, and with such powers, as shall be provided 
by Canon of the General Convention; Provided, however, that no 
Diocese or Associated Diocese shall be included in a Province or 
Associated Province without its own consent. 


3. That Article VIII. be amended by inserting, after the word 
“any”, in the second line of the Proviso, the words, “Associated 
Diocese of this Church or in any”; and, after the word “Church”, 
in the last line thereof, the words, “or Associated Diocese’; so that 
the Proviso shall read as follows: 


Provided, however, that any person consecrated a Bishop to minis- 
ter in any Associated Diocese of this Church, or in any Diocese 
or Missionary District of an autonomous Church or Province of a 
Church in communion with this Church, may, instead of the fore- 
going declaration, make the promise of Conformity required by 
the Church or Associated Diocese in which he is to minister. 


aa 
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B. Resolved, the House of Deputies concurring, That Canon 9, Of 
New Dioceses, be amended as follows: 


1. That the title be changed to read, “Of New Dioceses and Asso- 
ciated Dioceses”; 2 


2. That the following new Sections be added to the Canon: 


Sec. 7. A Missionary District established by the House of Bishops 
in territory beyond the United States may be constituted an Associ- 
ated Diocese by the House of Bishops when, in the judgment of 
the said House and on the recommendation of the Executive Coun- 
cil, the Church in such Missionary District is adequately organized 
for its own self-government, sufficiently representative in its minis- 
try and membership of the people of the regions or nations in- 
volved, and experienced enough to provide reasonable assurance 
that it can support and maintain its essential ministry in its own 
area and take an appropriate part in the life of the whole Church. 


Sec. 8. An Associated Diocese shall be governed by a Constitu- 
tion and Canons approved by the House of Bishops. Subsequent 
amendments to said Constitution and Canons shall likewise be 
subject to the approval of the House of Bishops. 


Sec. 9. An Associated Diocese shall have the right to elect its 
own Bishop or Bishops, subject to the confirmation of the House 
of Bishops of this Church, or, if said Associated Diocese shall have 
been included in an Associated Province, as may be provided by 
the Constitution and Ordinances of said Province. Bishops so 
elected and consecrated shall have seat and voice, and may be 
granted the right to vote, in the House of Bishops of this Church, 
except when, in the judgment of the House, membership in the 
House of Bishops of some other Church, or Province, including an 
Associated Province, is possible and more appropriate. 


Sec. 10. An Associated Diocese shall have the right to adopt 
or translate a Book of Common Prayer and to use such Book, 
or the Prayer Book of another Church or Province, including an 
Associated Province, subject to the approval of the House of 
Bishops. 


Sec. 11. An Associated Diocese may be given such administrative 
autonomy as shall, from time to time, be approved by the Executive 
Council and the House of Bishops. 


Sec. 12. An Associated Diocese shall not be represented by lay 
or clerical Deputies in the General Convention; but it may be in- 
vited, by Joint Resolution of the General Convention, or by joint 
action of the Presiding Bishop and the President of the House of 
Deputies, as the General Convention may determine, to send not 
more than two Fraternal Delegates, who may be given seat and 
voice in and by the House of Deputies. 


Sec. 13. Other Dioceses of the Anglican Communion, or of 
Churches with which this Church is in full communion, may be 
accorded the status of Associated Dioceses by the House of Bishops, 
in accordance with the provisions of this Canon, at the request, 
and with the permission, of the metropolitan authority concerned. 
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Sec. 14. An Associated Diocese may, by action of the House of 
Bishops, be annexed to an Associated Province or transferred to 
another Church or Province of the Anglican Communion, subject 
to the proviso in Article VII. of the Constitution. 


C. Resolved, The House of Deputies concurring, That Canon 8, Of 
Provinces, be amended as follows: 


1. That the title be changed to read, “Of Provinces and Associated 
Provinces”. 


2. That a new section, to be numbered Section 11, be adopted, to 
read as follows: 


Sec. 11 (a). Associated Provinces may also be established by the 
General Convention, which Provinces shall be composed of Mis- 
sionary Districts and Associated Dioceses of this Church beyond 
the territory of the United States. Such Associated Provinces shall 
be subject to the Provisions of Sections 2, 4, 5, 6, and 10 of this 
Canon; but Sections 7, 8, and 9 shall not apply. 


(b) An Associated Province shall be governed by a Constitution 
and Ordinances approved by the General Convention. Such Con- 
stitution and Ordinances may be such as to over-ride the authority, 
within said Province, of the Constitution and Canons of the Gen- 
eral Convention; Provided, however, that such Constitution and 
Ordinances shall explicitly accede to the final authority of the 
General Convention in matters affecting the Faith and Order of 
the said Province. 


(c) The Constitution and Ordinances of an Associated Province 
may, among other things, provide for (1) the adoption or trans- 
lation of a Book of Common Prayer to be used within the said 
Province; (2) the election, confirmation, and consecration of 
Bishops in and for the Dioceses and Missionary Districts of the 
Province; (3) standards for the examination and ordination of 
candidates for Holy Orders; (4) the discipline of the clergy, and 
the internal administration of the Province, including the Canons 
of the several constituent jurisdictions, ecumenical relationships, 
and the like. 

(d) Where appropriate administrative provision has been made, 
in the judgment of the General Convention, an Associated 
Province may be encouraged and authorized to prepare and ad- 
minister its own program and budget, including provision for 
its missionary work, through such channels and procedures as may 
be recommended by the Executive Council and approved by the 
General Convention. 

(e) An Associated Province, or any portion thereof, may be set 
apart by the General Convention as an autocephalous Church of 
the Anglican Communion, at the discretion of the Convention. 


He moved referral to the Committee on Overseas Missions, the 
Committees on Amendments to the Constitution and on Canons, and 
the Joint Commission on the Structure of the General Convention, 
for action in 1967. 


Motion carried 


. 
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On Motion, the House resolved itself into a Council of Bishops 
at 3:30 p.m. 


The Council adjourned. 
The Chair called the House to order at 4:25 p. m. 


Statement Concerning Bishop Pike 


The Chair recognized the Bishop of East Carolina, Clerk of the 
Bishops in Council. Bishop Wright moved that debate be limited to 
one hour; that Bishop Pike be permitted to speak for ten minutes, 
the Bishop of South Florida for ten minutes, and all other speakers 
for three minutes; and that members be allowed to address the 
House only once, except with the consent of the House. 


Motion carried 


The Bishop of East Carolina then called on Bishop Dun, Chair- 
man of the Special Committee of Advice, to present a Statement 
considered by the Bishops in Council. 


Bishop Dun, Chairman of the Committee, explained why the 
Statement had been first considered in Council, and summarized the 
discussion. He then read the following Statement of the Special 
Committee, in the name of the Committee, and moved its adoption, 
as follows: 


STATEMENT 


1. The fact has been widely publicized that a number of Bishops of 
the Episcopal Church have been prepared to initiate a formal trial of 
Bishop James A. Pike. Those who contemplated this action did so be- 
cause they were deeply troubled by certain utterances of Bishop Pike 
which they believed to be contrary to the clear teaching of this Church 
on basic aspects of our faith. 


2. When all of our Bishops were notified of this contemplated action, 
many were convinced that it should not be taken without an opportunity 
for corporate consideration by the House of Bishops. The action was 
postponed; and the meeting in which we are now engaged has given an 
opportunity for formal and informal consultation on the part of those 
of us present. 


3. This Statement, adopted by a majority of the House of Bishops, 
seeks to embody briefly the conclusions we have reached. 


It is our opinion that this proposed trial would not solve the prob- 
fe presented to the Church by this minister, but in fact would be 
detrimental to the Church’s mission and witness. 


5. This judgment does not as such represent any legal opinion on our 
pert for or against any charges which might be brought against Bishop 
Pike. 
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6. Many considerations have led us to this conclusion. We recognize 
that ideas and beliefs can not be.constrained by laws and penalties. 
This “heresy trial” would be widely viewed as a “throw-back” to cen- 
turies when the law, in Church and State, sought to repress and penalize 
unacceptable opinions. It would spread abroad a “repressive image” of 
the Church, and suggest to many that we are more concerned with 
traditional propositions about God than with faith as the response of 
the whole man to God. The language and the mysteries of the Christian 
faith are inescapably hardened when dealt with in legal terms. We be- 
lieve that our Church is quite capable of carrying the strains of free 
inquiry and of responsible, and even irresponsible, attempts to restate 
great articles of faith in ways that would speak in positive and kindling 
terms to men of our own time. And we are confident that the great 
majority of our clergy and people are gratefully loyal to our good in- 
heritance in a Church catholic, evangelical and open. 


7. Having taken this position regarding a trial, nevertheless, we feel 
bound to reject the tone and manner of much that Bishop Pike has 
said as being offensive and highly disturbing within the communion and 
fellowship of the Church. And we would disassociate ourselves from 
many of his utterances as being irresponsible on the part of one holding 
the office and trust that he shares with us. 


8. His writing and speaking on profound realities with which Chris- 
tian faith and worship are concerned are too often marred by caricatures 
of treasured symbols and at the worst, by cheap vulgarizations of great 
expressions of faith. 


9. We are more deeply concerned with the irresponsibility revealed 
in many of his utterances. He has certainly spoken in a disparaging 
way of the Trinity, for example, and suggested that a conceptualized 
doctrine of the Trinity is a “heavy piece of luggage,” of which the 
Church might well be relieved. Yet he knows well that a Triune appre- 
hension of the mystery of God’s being and action is woven into the 
whole fabric of the creeds and prayers and hymnody of our Episcopal 
Church, as it is into the vows of loyalty taken by our clergy at their 
ordination. It is explicit in our membership in the World Council of 
Churches and in our consultations on Church union with other major 
Churches. To dissect it out of the stuff of our shared life in Christ would 
indeed be a radical operation, and to suggest such surgery is totally 
irresponsible. 


10. Mature and competent theologians have always known that the 
language of profound faith presents special problems. Silence is often 
more expressive of “the knowledge of God” than facile speaking. But 
men must seek to find words, symbols, metaphors and parables to ex- 
press their faith if they are to communicate and share it. The language 
of faith is frequently open to unimaginative and literalistic interpreta- 
tions. Ancient terms and formulas may cease to speak to men in later 
times. There is constant need for reinterpretation and recasting, especially 
in a time of such rapid intellectual and social change as ours. For this 
task there must be freedom, responsible freedom. But this calls for 
sensitive pastoral care and for patient and reverent penetration into 
what hallowed word-forms have been trying to say. We find too little 
of this pastoral concern and of this patient and reverent penetration in 
many of Bishop Pike’s utterances on the most sensitive themes. 
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11. At the last meeting of this House, Bishop Pike affirmed his loyalty 
to the Doctrine, Discipline, and Worship of this Church and expressed 
his concern for the episcopal brotherhood he shares with us. We wel- 
comed that assurance and the hope it gave that the dynamic leadership 
with which he is endowed might be used in sucha way as to strengthen 
our corporate life and witness. Nothing so troubles us now as the sense 
shared by most of us that this hope was vain. 


12. This is a hard thing to say—perhaps as hard as what Bishop Pike 
has said of beliefs treasured in the Church in whose service he and we 
have been joined and honored. Doubtless he would declare that he 
intended “to speak the truth in love.” We would say the same—indeed 
we would acknowledge gratefully and sincerely that there has been so 
much in his ministry among us in which we rejoice. 


13. Finally, we do not think his often obscure and contradictory. 
utterances warrant the time and the work and the wounds of a trial. 
The Church has more important things to get on with. 


The Bishop of Virginia moved to amend the Statement, by strik- 
ing, from the last sentence of paragraph 9, the words “and” and 
“totally”. 

Motion carried 


The Bishop of Albany proposed that the period following the last 
word of paragraph 12 be deleted; that a comma be substituted 
therefor; and that a new clause be added, to read as follows: 


and we take this action aware of our common need for redemption, 
forgiveness and love. 


Bishop Dun, for the Committee, accepted the foregoing addition 
to the document. 

No action necessary 

The Bishop of Northern Indiana, a member of the Committee 


who had been unable to attend its meetings, recorded his approval 
of the Document. 


The Bishop of Pennsylvania moved an amendment as follows: 


That paragraphs 7, 8, and 9 be deleted from the Report. 
Motion lost 
The Bishop of Washington moved a Resolution concerning the 
opinion of the Chair. 
Motion lost 
The Bishop of Washington moved an amendment, as follows: 
That the last sentence of paragraph 11 be stricken; and that in its 


place be inserted the sentence, “Some of us feel that he has not always 
lived up to this pledge.” 
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The Bishop of Rochester moved to amend this further, to the 
effect that the whole of paragraph 11 be deleted. 


Amendment to the amendment lost 
Amendment lost 


The Bishop of New Hampshire proposed an amendment to para- 
graph 11 having the effect of expressing the conviction that God can 
work through Bishop Pike in years ahead. He moved to add a 
sentence which would read, 

We still trust that his leadership may increase by God’s Grace as his 
years go from strength to strength. 
Motion lost 


The Bishop of Alaska moved that the Statement of the Com- 
mittee be tabled. 
Motion lost 


The Bishop of West Missouri moved that the discussion continue 
beyond the alloted time. 
Motion carried 


The Chair ruled that the Meeting of the House would continue 
until the matter was disposed of. 


The Bishop of West Virginia moved to over-rule the Chair’s 
decision and that the Session be extended one hour. 
Motion lost 


The Bishop of Erie called the attention of the House to General 
Rule X. of the Rules of Order of the House, and moved that the 
House recess, to reconvene at 9:30 Wednesday morning. 


The Bishop of Rochester moved to amend the foregoing Reso- 
lution by striking the last two words and substituting therefor the 


words, “Tuesday evening”. 
Motion carried 


Motion, as amended, carried 
Viet Nam 


The Bishop of Erie rose to a question of privilege and stated that 
he had learned that the Committee on the Pastoral was not planning 
to present a “Position Paper” on the war in Viet Nam. He presented 
a Statement, in the form of a Resolution, on the war. 


Referred to the Committee on Memorials and Petitions 
(See page 45) 
The House recessed. 


‘ 
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Bishop Pike, cont’d 


The Chair called the House to order at 9:30 p.m., and stated 
that the main Motion was before the House. 


The Vice-President of the Executive Council addressed the House 
concerning the reasons why Bishop Pike had not been granted per- 
mission to appear before the Committee, while Bishop Louttit had 
been included as a member. 


The Bishop of Mississippi moved that the Statement of the Spe- 
cial Committee be tabled. 
Motion lost 


The Bishop of Southern Ohio moved the following amendments: 


(1) That the last sentence of paragraph 11 be stricken, and that, in 
lieu thereof, there be added three sentences, so that the paragraph would 
conclude as follows: 


Some of us feel that he has not lived up to this hope. We grant 
that he has been and is a very disturbing person—for he is a radical, 
challenging us to move into dialogue with the contemporary world in 
the search for meaning and for new ways of expressing eternal 
truths. As a result, many have grown in their understanding of God. 
We hope that Bishop Pike will continue to exercise in humility and 
with discipline this creative Ministry among us. 


(2) That the words, “his often obscure and contradictory utterances”, 
be stricken from the first sentence of paragraph 13 and the words, 
“what he has said” (including an “s” to the word “warrant”), be sub- 
stituted, so that the sentence would read, “Finally, we do not think what 
he has said warrants,” etc. 


Amendments lost 
The Bishop of Erie moved the following amendment, 


That the first sentence of paragraph 9 be amended by striking the 
words, “more deeply”; and that all the rest of the sentence after the 
word “concerned” be deleted. 


Amendment lost 


The Bishop Coadjutor of Central New York called for a roll-call 
under General Rule IX., of the Rules of Order. 


The Chair ruled this out of order, but agreed to a standing vote 
of the House. 


Bishop Dun, Chairman of the Committee, moved that the Report 
be adopted as amended. 
Motion carried 


(Appendix 2) 
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The vote was announced as 104 to 35. 


Following the Session, a member of the House requested of the 
Secretary that his vote be changed, which made the final vote 103 
to 36. 


The Bishop of Washington asked leave to present a Minority 
Statement, which was granted. 


The Bishop of Washington read the following: 


A STATEMENT OF A MINORITY OF THE HOUSE 


We minister in a time of rapid change in which many people are 
deeply disturbed. Old cherished foundations are being shaken and the 
hope of what is to be is not yet clear. This is an exciting time in which 
to live and a time of great adventure. It is a time for the young and for 
those who can speak to the young. 


Bishop Pike has been disturbing, admittedly. Often in his dialogues 
with the faithless, with youth, with adherents of other religious faiths, he 
has spoken precipitously and with some risk. He would have preferred 
more time for consideration, but the pace of our day does not allow 
us such time. We believe it is more important to be a sympathetic 
and self-conscious part of God’s action in the secular world than it is 
to defend the positions of the past, which is a past that is altered with 
each new discovery of truth. 


At the Anglican Congress in Toronto in 1963 we explored the new 
frontiers that face the Church in its mission in our day. We happily 
agreed that there are frontiers of political and social and technological 
and theological thought and action confronting Christ’s Church; and 
that our mission is to pierce them. Few of us have done so, in large 
part because of the risk involved and because of the danger of the task. 
Bishop Pike has faced, often hurriedly, the demands, intellectual and 
theological, of our time in history, and we commend him for doing so. 
If he has to be a casualty of the Christian mission in our day we regret 
that this is so. We would rather hope that the Church may accept the 
cost and the risk and the joy of moving on in its ministry to all that is 
to be. 


The names of the following members of the House were appended 
to the foregoing Statement: 


The Bishops of Washington, Indianapolis, Rochester, Vermont, West- 
ern Massachusetts, New Hampshire, Western New York, Southwestern 
Virginia, Newark, Massachusetts, Harrisburg, and Southern Ohio; the 
Bishop Coadjutor of Central New York; and the Suffragan Bishops of 
Washington, Massachusetts (Burgess), Michigan (Myers), and Cali- 
fornia. 


The following members of the House requested that their names 
be completely disassociated from the “Dun Report”: 


¥ 
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The Bishops of Pennsylvania, Southern Ohio, Western Massachusetts, 
Washington, Vermont, Missouri, Western New York, Rochester, Mexico, 
Harrisburg, Nevada, New Hampshire, Massachusetts, Southwestern 
Virginia, Newark, and Indianapolis; the Bishop Coadjutor of Central 
New York; and the Suffragan Bishops of Washington, Massachusetts 
(Burgess), Newark, Michigan (Myers), and California. 


The Bishop of Massachusetts presented a Resolution on the Re- 
Statement of Christian Truth. 


Referred to the Committee on Memorials and Petitions 
(See page 44) 


Bishop Pike, on a question of personal privilege, addressed the 
Chair, as follows: 


To THE PRESIDING BISHOP: 


Whereas, There are in circulation rumors, reports, and allegations, 
affecting my personal and official character; namely, 


a. The draft presentment circulated by the Bishop of South Florida 
and his associates to the Bishops and to the press, the telegrams sent 
to the Bishops by the Bishop of South Florida, his additional press 
statements and letters to the Bishops; 


b. The charges of the Bishop of Montana in the Chicago Tribune; 


c. The conclusions drawn by the Ad Hoc Committee, with three of 
my accusers as members, without opportunity for me to be in dialogue 
with them and present data, by the censure of the House of Bishops 
on October 25 as to my conduct as a clergyman, my professional 
competence as a theologian, my pastoral concern, and my integrity, 
and comments made in the course of the discussion; and 


Whereas, I have sought the advice of at least two Bishops of this 
Church; Therefore, 


Pursuant to Canon 56, Section 4, of the Canons of the General 
Convention, I demand investigation of said rumors, reports, and allega- 


tions, and such further steps as may become appropriate under the 
Canons. 


Wheeling, W. Va. 
Oct. 25, 1966 


I consent: 

(Signed) Bishop-elect of California 
(Signed) Bishop of Indianapolis 
(Signed) Resigned Bishop of California 


On Motion, the House adjourned at 11:55 p.m. 
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WILSON LODGE, OGLEBAY PARK 
WHEELING, WEST VIRGINIA 
WEDNESDAY, OCTOBER 26, 1966 


Pursuant to the Order of the Day, there was a celebration of the 
Holy Communion in the Chapel, Wilson Lodge, at 7:30 a.m., the 
Vice-Chairman of the House of Bishops being the Celebrant, 
assisted by the Bishop Coadjutor of Virginia, the Bishop of Harris- 
burg, and the Suffragan Bishop of Dallas (Barnds). 


The Chair called the House to order at 9:30 a.m. 


The Suffragan Bishop of Tennessee (Gates) read a Lesson from 
the Holy Scriptures. 


The Chair led the House in devotions. 


The Chair suggested to the House that the manner in which the 
Necrology and the Presentation of New Bishops has been previously 
handled by the House has left him with the feeling that these vital 
experiences have not been treated in a manner commensurate with 
the desires of the House. 


A Motion that the Rules of Order of the House be so amended 
as to provide more seemly procedures in respect of the Necrology 
and the Presentation of New Bishops was made. 


Motion carried 
Referred to the Committee on Rules of Order 
Memorial Minute—Robert W. Spike 


The Bishop Coadjutor of Central New York moved a Resolution 
on behalf of three members of this House who are members of the 
General Board of the National Council of the Churches of Christ in 
America, as follows: 


Whereas, Some members of this House represent the Episcopal 
Church on the General Board of the National Council of Churches, and 
serve in other capacities within said National Council; and 


Whereas, During our present term on the General Board, the National 
Council of Churches and the member Churches have been in the fore- 
front of the ministry of reconciliation in the current struggle for human 
rights; and 


Whereas, One who was on the staff of the National Council of 
Churches and with extraordinary courage gave completely of his talents 
to furthering this Christian witness, has been brutally murdered by 
person or persons unknown; therefore, be it 


¥ 
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Resolved, That this House give thanks to God for the ministry of 
the Reverend Robert W. Spike and rise in prayer for the soul of this 
departed servant of God; and be it further 


Resolved, That the prayers and condolences of the members of this 
House be sent to the widow, children, and family of the deceased. 
Bishop of Erie 
Suffragan Bishop of South 
Florida (Hargrave) 
Bishop Coadjutor of 
Central New York 


Resolution adopted 
Partnership Plan 


The Bishop of Ohio reported for the Joint Committee on the 
Partnership Plan, which is composed of three Bishops, three Pres- 
byters, and three Laymen, with Messrs. Lindley Franklin and 
Richard Kent as consultants. He gave background information about 
the work being done by the Joint Committee in preparation for the 
possible adoption of the Partnership Plan by the General Convention 
in 1967, with its implementation throughout the Church in 1968. 
He called upon the Bishop Coadjutor of Central New York and 
the Bishops of Tennessee, Pennsylvania, Florida, Bethlehem, and 
Southern Ohio, to speak to different aspects of the Plan. In sum- 
mary, he stated that the Committee offers principle more than plan 
and that it will be the responsibility of each Diocese or Missionary 
District to create the Plan under which it will individually operate. 


Stewardship 


The Chair called upon the Vice-President of the Executive 
Council, who reported for the Ad Hoc Committee on Stewardship 
of the Executive Council. He stated that the Committee had been 
formed to consider and plan a national program of Stewardship 
education, with regard to other programs such as the Partnership 
Plan, to develop a theological ground for Stewardship, to set specific 
objectives and goals, and to work out a tentative time-table. 


Bishop Bayne reported that the Committee believes that the first 
step in the program is the theological one. To that end, he read and 
offered a draft of a statement about Stewardship, as prepared by the 
committee. The Document was discussed at length, several members 
of the House suggesting changes or additions. 


A Motion to adopt the Statement, as amended, was made. 


Motion carried 
(Appendix 3) 
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The Bishop of South Florida moved the following Resolution: 


Resolved, That the House of Bishops enthusiastically and unanimously 
encourage the efforts of the Executive Council to implement, immedi- 
ately and intensively, a Church-wide educational effort in the field of 
Stewardship. 


Resolution adopted 
Office of a Bishop 


The Bishop of Missouri reported for the Committee on the Office 
of a Bishop. He presented the following paper, which was received 
by the House: 


SOME REFLECTIONS ON THE OFFICE OF A BISHOP 


The contemporary Church is caught up in a monumental ecumenical 
involvement, the rediscovery of the Bible, liturgical reform, and theologi- 
cal creativity, which few institutions have ever before countenanced; 
strong dissent from the culture which embraces us, with anguishing 
divisions among the ranks; and with the swelling demand that the laity— 
not the clergy—be the Church. This theological revolution co-incides 
with an urbanized culture, the death knell of a white minority’s unto- 
ward and cruel dominion, vast technological changes, the explosions of 
populations and the Bomb, and with the management of life not by the 
Church but by a tangled interlocking of public and private bureaucracies. 


What is the role of a Bishop in all of this? Can the Bishops lead the 
People of God to bring the Gospel to God’s People? Can Bishops assist 
in the discovery of new life in God’s new world? Can God’s world dis- 
cover new life in the Church? What is God asking Bishops to do? A 
Bishop of modern Romanism, Anglicanism, or South India cannot have 
the same functions as a Bishop of the Second Century, or of the Fifth 
Century West, or of the Eighth Century East, or of Eighteenth Century 
England. 


It is the considered opinion of your Committee on the Office of a 
Bishop that the Office of the Bishop must provide a viable and radical 
leadership in every area of diocesan policy. The opportunity and need 
are in the area of those “public ministries” outside the scope or princi- 
pal purpose of the normally private and personal parish ministry. The 
priority policy of diocesan structure is development of ministry with 
“public impact”. A Diocese will work with its parishes so that the 
primary thrust of Diocese and Parish is Mission. Provision of land and 
buildings, while sometimes essential, is not the high priority goal. 


The commitment to public ministry means that a Diocese, through 
and with the Bishop, seeks to be the agent and enabler of social change 
in community policy affecting basic issues of community life. Change 
must be sought in the areas of education, housing, public welfare, 
poverty, race, etc., etc., etc. A Diocese must accept its responsibility, 
along with other institutions, for shaping the community as well as for 
acting remedially within it. A Diocese has a particular responsibility to 
exercise theological reflection in the developing community and to insert 
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such reflection and critique into the public processes of its area. Such 
commitment to “public” ministry includes recognition that lone-wolf 
denominational action in these sectors is not desirable, is easily neu- 
tralized, and is probably ineffective. A diocesan policy should be to 
work with existing ecumenical structures and to work for new ones 
where necessary. This implies that diocesan policy is to develop major 
sources of non-parochial revenue for non-parochial ministries and to do 
this ecumenically wherever and whenever possible. 


The policy of ecumenical co-operation is pervasive but flexible. In 
any given area (geographical or topical), a Diocese must work with 
those who are available and willing, through ecumenical task forces 
and ecumenical structures created ad hoc for the work to be achieved. 
Similarly, a diocesan policy must promote and encourage co-operation 
and communication in the local parish units. In all of this, and much 
more, the concern, commitment, and action of the diocesan unit will 
be the reflection of the Bishop’s attitude. 


Structure in National Church and diocesan units will require radical 
change to meet the crises and emergencies of these times. Metropolitan 
regions span diocesan and provincial lines and require thought, consul- 
tation and co-operation involving jurisdictional boundaries. Co-operation 
between the Dioceses of Maryland and Washington, Missouri and 
Springfield, Quincy and Chicago, and other areas, is a hopeful sign. 
There are still larger groupings concerned with Cuban re-settlement, the 
American Indians, and Appalachia. The proposals of the Committee on 
Diocesan Boundaries and the Joint Commission on the Structure of 
General Convention and Provinces are exciting and need encouragement. 


Finally, the relation of a Bishop to a jurisdiction should be seen in 
the context of a more flexible use of the episcopate. Translation of 
Bishops was approved by the 1964 General Convention and will come 
before the 1967 General Convention for a second reading. This is a 
step that should be most useful in the life of the Church. Further, the 
possibility that a Bishop, after a due period of service in the episcopate, 
might accept a call to parochial ministry or to other responsibilities, 
either within or without the structures of the Church, should be recog- 
nized as a valid Christian ministry. Question as to the right of such 
Bishops to vote in the House of Bishops must be raised. This issue is 
also posed by the increasing and alarming demand for more Suffragan 
Bishops. Action, therefore, should be initiated to relate the vote of a 
Bishop in the House of Bishops to jurisdiction. 


The expression of the pastoral responsibility of Bishops one to an- 
other, both individually and corporately, needs strengthening. The status 
and work of Suffragan Bishops must be debated and clarified. Guidance 
should be offered to newly-consecrated Bishops. Retired Bishops should 
feel the continuing concern of the fellowship for them. Those who face 
special problems should be enfolded by pastoral care. To achieve this, 
more frequent, small, informal gatherings of Bishops are to be preferred 
to larger meetings of the whole House. Such meetings, however, should 
not be wholly regional. 


Organization is a responsibility which contemporary Bishops cannot 
avoid. Good procedures must therefore be learned and be implemented 
in diocesan structure. Administration can be seen as a pastoral oppor- 
tunity to “minister to” many people, some of whose lives are touched 
by a Bishop only within these patterns of organizational life. 
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In all of these matters, the life of a Bishop is bound to the clergy 
of the Diocese and their life to his, For this relationship is a two-way 
street. As a Bishop is chief pastor to his clergy, so the clergy have a 
pastoral responsibility to the Bishop. Yet, as a Bishop seeks to imple- 
ment his pastoral concern for the clergy, he discovers that he has re- 
sponsibility without authority, especially in the critical area of the place- 
ment and use of the clergy. A Bishop does not long for autocratic power, 
but rather, for the ability, working with the Priesthood and with re- 
sponsible parish authorities, to minister effectively in this all-important 
realm and to serve the good of the Church. There is need for the House 
of Bishops to face the chaos of the present methods of deployment of 
the clergy and to offer creative leadership through appropriate canonical 
legislation. Until this can be accomplished, Bishops should welcome per- 
sonal approaches of the clergy relating to placement problems. The 
House of Bishops might well share specific individual situations, seeking 
together such solutions as are possible at the moment. There is also 
need of a Canon that will permit withdrawal from the normative min- 
istry in order to serve in new ways in community, economic, or politi- 
cal life. Appropriate episcopal care should be provided for such experi- 
mental ministries. 


The inescapable dilemma of a Bishop in these affairs is that he is 
both judge and pastor of the clergy. Under God’s Grace, this can be 
resolved if both Priests and Bishops recognize that “Father in God” 
represents not sentimentality but strong love. Discipline can then be seen 
as an aspect of a pastoral and paternal relationship. 


These are matters of great concern, for a Bishop is involved in life- 
long responsibility for the clergy. At the very beginning of postulancy, 
help is needed in appraising men who offer themselves for the ministry. 
Regional arrangements akin to the conferences held in the Church of 
England for men anticipating the ministry should be considered. After 
ordination, in-service training of Deacons is imperative. Continuous 
post-ordination education of the clergy in a Diocese not only breathes 
vitality into the ministry of that Diocese, but builds understanding 
between the Bishop and the clergy and strengthens the fellowship within 
which both the clergy and the Bishop work. 


A Bishop is consecrated in the Church of God to provide humble 
and courageous leadership for all the people of God. By what he does, 
but more essentially by what he is, will the evidences of reform and 
renewal emerge from the cloudy multiplicities and perplexities of our 
times. 


Resignation of Bishops, Proposed Canon 


The Bishop of Missouri moved canonical and constitutional 
changes on behalf of the Committee, as follows: 


1. Amend Canon 42, Section 8 (a), so that the same shall read: 


Sec. 8 (a). If the Bishop of a Diocese, or a Bishop Coadjutor, 
shall desire to resign his jurisdiction, he shall send in writing to the 
Presiding Bishop his resignation with the reasons therefor, and accom- 
pany the same with the advice and/or approval of the President and 
two other neighboring Bishops of his Province. The Presiding Bishop 
shall immediately communicate the same to every Bishop of this 


. 
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Church having jurisdiction in the United States and to the Standing 
Committee of the Bishop desiring to resign, and shall declare the 
said Bishop’s resignation accepted, effective at a designated date not 
later than three months from the date of such resignation. The Pre- 
siding Bishop shall order the Secretary of the House of Bishops to 
record the same, effective as of the date fixed, to be incorporated in 
the Journal of the House. . 


2. Repeal Canon 42, Section 8 (b). 
Referred to the Committee on Canons 


Membership, House of Bishops, Proposed Changes 
3. Amend Article I., Section 2, so that the same shall read: 


Sec. 2. Each Bishop of this Church having jurisdiction, and each 
Bishop Coadjutor, shall have a seat and vote in the House of Bishops. 
Every Suffragan Bishop, and every Bishop who by reason of advanced 
age or bodily infirmity, or who, under an election to an office created 
by the General Convention, or, who for reasons of missionary strategy 
determined by action of General Convention or the House of Bishops 
and who is functioning chiefly in the episcopal office, has resigned his 
jurisdiction, shall have a seat but no vote in the House of Bishops. 
A majority of all Bishops entitled to vote shall be necessary to con- 
stitute a quorum for the transaction of business. 


4. Amend Article II., Section 4, by striking out, in the fourth line 
thereof, the words, ‘“‘and vote”. 


Referred to the Committee on Amendments 
to the Constitution 
(See page 49) 


Withdrawal from Ministry, Proposed Canon 


5. Adopt a new Canon, to be numbered Canon 60, to read as follows: 
CANON 60 
On Withdrawing from the Ministry 


Sec. 1. If any Bishop, Priest, or Deacon of this Church comes to 
the conclusion that he has no vocation for his particular office, or 
for the work of the ordained ministry of the Church in general, he 
may be honorably released from his ministerial obligations. 


Sec. 2. In the case of a Priest or Deacon he shall petition his Bishop 
for release from his ministerial responsibilities and obligations. The 
Bishop, with the approval of the Standing Committee, after an inter- 
val of 90 days, may so release him and notify the Recorder of 
Ordinations. 


_Sec. 3. If a Bishop seeks to be released from his episcopal responsi- 
bility, or the ministry in general, he shall petition the Presiding 
Bishop, having first counselled with three Bishops appointed by the 
Presiding Bishop. The three counselling Bishops shall send to the 
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Presiding Bishop their recommendation in the matter. The Presiding 
Bishop will then, either at a meeting of the House of Bishops, or by 
mail, present the Bishops with the request and the accompanying 
recommendations and request the House to act on the matter. If a 
majority of the Bishops vote to grant the petition, the Presiding 
Bishop shall free him from the responsibilities of his episcopal office, 
or shall release him from his ministerial responsibilities, and so notify 
the members of the House of Bishops. 


Referred to the Committee on Canons 
Study of Episcopal Assistance 
The Bishop of Missouri, on behalf of the Committee on the Office 
of a Bishop, then moved the following Resolution: 


Resolved, That the Presiding Bishop be requested to appoint a com- 
mittee to study the matter of episcopal assistance, especially in relation 
to Suffragan Bishops and the use of resigned and retired Bishops, and to 
recommend appropriate action. 


On Motion, the Resolution was postponed for later consideration 
by the House. 


Clergy Placement 
The Bishop of Bethlehem presented the following Resolution on 
a study of clergy placement: 


Resolved, That the Presiding Bishop be empowered to appoint an 
ad hoc Committee to consider improvements in our methods of clergy 
placement, beginning with men in their senior year of seminary. This 
Committee should be composed of members of this House, together with 
other persons knowledgeable in this field, and be staffed by the Division 
of Christian Ministries of Executive Council. 


Resolution adopted 


The Bishop of Southern Ohio moved that the House forego its 
free afternoon and meet at 2:30 p.m. 


Motion carried 
The House recessed at 1:00 p.m. 


The House reconvened at 2:30 p.m. 


The Bishop of Southwestern Virginia moved that the House ad- 
journ the afternoon meeting at 4:00 p.m. 


Motion carried 


The Chair reminded the House that they were continuing the 
business of the morning Session, on the office and work of a Bishop. 


— 
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Episcopal Assistance 


The Bishop of Rhode Island presented a Resolution entitled, 
“Additional Episcopal Assistance—An Interim Policy of this 
House”, as follows: A 


Resolved, That before requesting additional episcopal assistance, the 
Bishop involved shall consult with the Presiding Bishop and the Bishops 
of his Province for their collective judgment. In case a majority of these 
Bishops fail to agree as to the necessity of additional episcopal assist- 
ance, the matter may be referred to a Meeting of this House for its 
decision. 


Resolution adopted 


The Chair announced the acceptance, by the Rt. Rev. Benito 
Cabanban, of his election as Bishop Coadjutor of the Philippines, 
subject to the consents of a majority of the Standing Committees. 


Bishop Mitchell presented the following Resolution: 


Resolved, That, in the spirit of Mutual Responsibility the Chair 
appoint a committee of, say, either seven members of this House having 
jurisdiction, to whom shall be added the Presidents of the nine Provinces 
of this Church (that would make for an unwieldy body, but it could 
be given authority to create a smaller Executive Committee which could 
meet more frequently), or a smaller committee, say, of five, whose re- 
sponsibility it would be to re-examine the whole question of the epis- 
copate; both per se and as to its function and work, and report to the 
next regular Meeting of this House; and be it further 


Resolved, That this Committee have authority to select a Secretary 
and other clerical help; to issue and print a report; and to undertake 
any other matter it may deem necessary to discharge its duties properly; 
the cost of which shall be defrayed by funds at the disposal of this 
House (if it should have them), or the General Convention, or the 
Executive Council of this Church. 


Referred to the Committee on the Office of a Bishop 
Standing Committees, Rule I 
The Bishop of New Hampshire presented the following Resolution: 


Resolved, That Rule I. of the General Rules of the House of Bishops 
be amended by striking the second sentence thereof and substituting for 
it this sentence: 


The Presiding Bishop shall name the members of all Standing Com- 
tnittees annually and shall designate the Chairman of each Committee. 
The Committee shall elect its own Secretary. 


Referred to the Committee on Rules of Order 
(See page 47) 
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The Bishop of South Florida moved that the Committee on the 
Office of a Bishop be discharged. 


Motion lost 
The House recessed at 4:00 p.m. 





The House reconvened at 8:00 p.m., the Presiding Bishop in the 
chair. 


The Chair introduced the Rev. Dr. Charles Taylor, until recently 
the Director of the American Association of Theological Schools, 
who is serving as Executive Director of the Committee for the 
Study of Theological Education (the so-called “Pusey Com- 
mittee”). The Rev. Dr. Taylor spoke to two preliminary predicates: 
(1) The necessity for theological-education enterprises to be able 
to change with the changing times, and (2) The fact that in semi- 
nary life, as in any life, the good life is the examined life. 


The Chair thanked the Rev. Dr. Taylor for his willingness to come 
and address this Meeting of the House. 


On Motion, the House adjourned at 9:25 p.m. 





WILSON LODGE, OGLEBAY PARK 
WHEELING, WEST VIRGINIA 
THURSDAY, OCTOBER 27, 1966. 


Pursuant to the Order of the Day, there was a celebration of the 
Holy Communion in the Chapel, Wilson Lodge, at 7:30 a.m. the 
Bishop of West Virginia being the Celebrant, assisted by the Bishop 
of South Florida, the Director of the Home Department, and the 
Secretary of the House of Bishops. 


The House convened at 9:30 a.m., the Presiding Bishop in the 
chair. 


The Suffragan Bishop of New Jersey read a Lesson from the Holy 
Scriptures. 


The Chair led the House in devotions. 


The Chair called upon the Vice-Chairman of the House to 
preside. 


. 
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Bishop Maund 


The Vice-President of the Executive Council was called upon to 
introduce the Rt. Rev. John Arthur Arrowsmith Maund, Bishop of 
Basutoland, Province of South Africa. Bishop Maund’s Diocese is in 
a companion-relationship with the Diocese of Springfield, and he 
is in this country as a guest of the Diocese of Springfield and its 
Bishop. 


Bishop Maund addressed the House. 
Ecumencial Relations 


The Chair called upon the Bishop of Virginia, who reported for 
the Joint Commission on Ecumenical Relations. He spoke of the 
Consultation on Church Union, and recommended the paperback 
booklets, The Consultation on Church Union: COCU and Prin- 
ciples of Church Union, both published by the Forward Movement. 


Bishop Gibson reminded the House that the Joint Commission is 
composed of thirty-three members, truly representative of expe- 
rience, knowledge, theological scholarship, geographic area, and 
Churchmanship, and called upon the members of the House for their 
support for the work being done by the Joint Commission. 


The Bishop of Virginia called upon the Bishop of Milwaukee, 
who reported on the continuing dialogue going on between the 
Episcopal Church and members of the Roman Catholic Church, 
under the auspices of the Committee on Anglican-Roman Relations. 


The Bishop of Virginia then called upon the Bishop of Rhode 
Island, who spoke to the House on relations between the Episcopal 
Church and the Old Catholic Churches. He reported on the Con- 
ference with Bishops and theologians of the Old Catholic Churches, 
held at Oxford last July. 


The Bishop of Virginia next called upon the Bishop of Western 
New York, who reported on the status of relations with the Ortho- 
dox Churches. He spoke of the work of the Standing Conference of 
Canonical Bishops of the Orthodox Church, and presented guide- 
lines set forth by his Committee for Anglican-Orthodox relations. 


It was moved and seconded— 


That the Bishop of Western New York have the guide-lines prepared 
so that they can be distributed to the House. 


Motion carried 


The Bishop of Virginia went on to say that the Report of the 
Bishop of Delaware, heard previously in the Meeting, on the World 
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Conference on the Church and Society, held under the auspices of 
the World Council of Churches, also fitted within the framework of 
the work being carried out by the Joint Commission. 


The Bishop of Nevada moved a Resolution of Appreciation to 
the Bishop of Virginia and members of the Consultation. 


In amendment, it was moved that the Joint Commission be also 
included in the Resolution. 


Amendment carried 


The Resolution, as amended, was put to a vote, as follows: 


Resolved, That this House, knowing that unity within the Christian 
Family of Churches is the will of God, express its confidence that God 
the Holy Spirit will lead the members of the Consultation on Church 
Union and the Joint Commission on Ecumenical Relations into new 
ways and new understandings to this end; and be it further 


Resolved, That this House express the thanks of this Church to the 
members of this Church who serve on the Consultation in our name. 


Resolution adopted unanimously 


The Presiding Bishop informed the House that he was in receipt 
of a cable from the Council of Advice of the Missionary District of 
Cuba, to the effect that they had received, and accepted with deep 
gratitude, the communication from the Bishops in Council on the 
status of the Cuban Church. 


The Presiding Bishop expressed his appreciation to Bishop 
Gibson and to the members of the Joint Commission on Ecumenical 
Relations for the excellent job they have been doing. 


Tribute to Paul Anderson 


The Presiding Bishop also voiced deep admiration of Mr. Paul 
Anderson, a consultant to the Church in the field of Ecumenical 
Relations, particularly with regard to the Church in the Orthodox 
world. He proposed that a Resolution of Appreciation to’ Mr. 
Anderson be drafted, on behalf of the House of Bishops, by the 
Bishop of Western New York and the Bishop of Milwaukee. 


Motion carried 
The Resolution having been drafted, it was moved as follows: 


Whereas, Paul B. Anderson has labored indefatigably throughout the 
years in many fields of Christian Unity; and 


Whereas, By his wealth of knowledge, his distinguished diplomacy, 
his selfless devotion, his gentle humor, and his utter dedication to our 


. 
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Lord and His Church, he has been a tower of strength to individuals 
and committees in the carrying forward of consultations looking towards 
organic unity, particularly with the Orthodox Churches; be it 


Resolved, That the House of Bishops record its,deep gratitude to Paul 
B. Anderson, Christian Statesman, beloved friend. 


Resolution adopted 
Strategy of the Church 


The Presiding Bishop addressed the House on the subject of the 
Church and its strategy, calling for a new strategy in the Church. 


(Appendix 4) 


The Chair called upon the Bishop of Bethlehem, convener of the 
Joint Committee on Program and Budget of the 62nd General Con- 
vention, who spoke further on the strategy of the Church. He out- 
lined the procedure by which program and budget are presently 
arrived at in this Church, and then set forth new ideas about the 
process. He said that the process should begin with the strategy and 
leadership of the Presiding Bishop, which would be followed by the 
involvement of the Bishops of the Church. He felt that this pro- 
cedure would produce a greater degree of participation in the de- 
velopment of strategy. After the foregoing steps had been taken, the 
Executive Council would become involved, and finally the Joint 
Committee on Program and Budget and the General Convention. 


The Chair called upon Bishop Bentley, who led the House in 
noon-day prayers. 


The Bishop of South Carolina moved that discussion of the matter 
of strategy just introduced by the Bishop of Bethlehem be laid on 
the table until 2:00 p.m. 


Motion carried 
Council of the Church 


The Bishop of Newark, reporting for the Committee on Memo- 
rials and Petitions, spoke to a Resolution on Re-statement of 
Christian Truth, which had been submitted to the House by the 
Bishop of Massachusetts and referred to his Committee. The Bishop 
of Newark moved the adoption of the Resolution, as follows: 


_ Whereas, Christian truth requires constant re-thinking and re-stating 
in every age, and particularly in this age; and 


_Whereas, None of us can be satisfied with the clarity of his faith, or 
his ability to express it, or his courage to witness to it in moral and 
social as well as theological issues; and 


1966] SPECIAL MEETING OF THE HOUSE OF BISHOPS 45 


Whereas, Neither hasty re-thinking of traditional statements, nor 
frightened questioning of those who challenge them, will suffice for the 
deeper consideration required of the whole Church; and 


Whereas, The Roman Catholic Church has shown that a great Church 
can re-think publicly and with freedom, not only the expressions of its 
faith, but also its total life and mission in our day; and 


Whereas, These times call for a major re-examination by our Church, 
not only of its theological stance, but also of its structure, worship, and 
total life and call, also, for encouragement and co-ordination of the 
work of many Committees and Commissions now studying different 
aspects of its life; now, therefore, be it 


Resolved, That this House request the Presiding Bishop to appoint a 
committee to develop a Council of this Church, which shall include 
a cross section of the Church’s lay and clerical membership and draw 
on the best wisdom available to help re-think, re-structure, and renew 
the Church for life in the world today; and that this committee report 

at the next meeting of the House. 
The Bishop of South Florida moved that his Resolution on the 
establishment of a foundation for theological renewal be now taken 

from the table. 


Motion carried 

The Bishop of South Florida then moved that he be permitted to 
withdraw the Resolution. 

Motion carried 


The Bishop of Newark moved to amend the last paragraph of the 
Stokes Resolution by inserting the words, “consider the develop- 
ment of”, in place of, “develop a”, so that the phrase would read, 
“a Committee to consider the development of a Council”, etc. 


Amendment lost 


The Bishop of West Virginia moved that the Resolution be re- 
ferred to the Mutual Responsibility Commission for a report at the 
next meeting of the House. 


Motion lost 
On Motion, the question was called for. 


Resolution adopted 


Viet Nam 


The Bishop of Newark called upon the Bishop of Northern 
California to present a Statement on Viet Nam referred to the Com- 
mittee on Memorials and Petitions by the Bishop of Erie. 


+ 
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The Bishop of Northern California moved the adoption of the 
Statement. 


The Bishop of Connecticut moved that the Statement be tabled. 


Motion carried 
(See page 51) 


The Bishop of South Florida moved that the House reconvene at 
2:00 p.m, to complete remaining business, and that at 2:30 it con- 
tinue a discussion on the strategy of the Church. 


Motion carried 


The House recessed at 1:00 p.m. 


The House reconvened at 2:00 p.m., the Presiding Bishop in the 
chair. 


Autonomy for Cuba 


The Vice-President of the Executive Council reported to the 
House that the receipt of the cablegram from the Church in Cuba 
reported earlier by the Chair now made it possible to adopt the 
Resolution that had been considered by the Bishops in Council. 
He moved the following Resolution: 


Whereas, The Episcopal Church in Cuba has borne heroic and stead- 
fast witness, with great integrity, during the recent years of painful 
separation from its companion Church in the United States; and 


Whereas, It is essential that the clergy and laity of that faithful juris- 
diction be equipped in every possible way to continue their mission and 
service in the name and after the example of Christ, to maintain the 
unity of His Body through whatever visible expression may be within 
their reach, and to share as fully as may be in the life of the Anglican 
Communion; be it 


Resolved, That the Missionary District of Cuba be constituted as an 
autonomous Diocese of Cuba within the Anglican Communion, under 
the care and direction of a Metropolitan Council, which will serve as 
trustee of the Faith and Order of the said Diocese in behalf of the 
Anglican Communion; and be it further 


Resolved, That the said Metropolitan Council be composed of the 
Primate of Canada, the Archbishop of the West Indies, and the Presi- 
dent of the Province of the Caribbean (all for the time being), or of 
Buleys appointed from time to time by them as their deputies; and be 
it further 


Resolved, That the said Metropolitan Council, through one or all of 
its members as it deems necessary, take order for and conduct a Consti- 
tuting Convention of the Diocese in Cuba, said Convention being called, 
among other things, (a) to adopt a Constitution and Canons for the 
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governance of the Diocese in Cuba, expressive of the Faith and Order 
of the Church as the Churches of the Anglican Communion have re- 
ceived the same, said Constitution and Canons to be in form and sub- 
stance approved by the Metropolitan Council; and (b) to elect a Bishop, 
subject to the confirmation of a majority of the members of the Metro- 
politan Council; and be it further 


Resolved, That the Bishops of this Church declare their entire will- 
ingness and intention to maintain full communion with the Diocese of 
Cuba, assured of the guarding and guiding care of its Metropolitan 
Council, and further declare their wish that the support of the Church 
in Cuba now given by the member Churches of the World Council of 
Churches continue undiminished; and be it further 


Resolved, That these Resolutions take effect immediately upon the 
assent being received of the members of the Metropolitan Council and 
the Council of Advice of the Missionary District of Cuba. 


Resolution adopted 


The Chair offered a Resolution that a Committee be appointed to 
review the Minutes of the Secretary. 


Motion carried 
The Chair appointed Bishops Wetmore and Rath. 


The Resolution for a re-constituted Committee on the Office of a 
Bishop offered by Bishop Mitchell was reported out by the ad hoc 
Committee on the Office of a Bishop. The Committee asked that it 
be discharged of further consideration. 


Motion carried 
Standing Committees, Rule I 


The Bishop of Oklahoma, reporting for the Committee on Rules 
of Order, moved the adoption of the following Resolution: 


Resolved, That Rule I. of the General Rules of the House of Bishops 
be amended by striking the second sentence thereof and substituting 
therefor this sentence: 


The Presiding Bishop shall name the members of all Standing Com- 
mittees annually and shall designate the Chairman of each Committee. 
The Committee shall elect its own Secretary. 


Motion carried 
Bishop for the Armed Forces 


The Bishop of Western Michigan reported for the Committee to 
Study the Duties and Responsibilities of the Suffragan Bishop for 
the Armed Forces, and moved that the following Report be referred 
to the Committee on Canons for a report to the General Convention 
of 1967: 
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The Bishop of Milwaukee, the Bishop of Minnesota, the Bishop of 
Missouri, and I, along with the Suffragan Bishop for the Armed Forces, 
were appointed by the Presiding Bishop early this year to make a study 
of the duties and administrative responsibilities of the Suffragan Bishop 
for the Armed Forces. We have done this, and-these are our recom- 
mendations: 


(1) The Bishop for the Armed Forces shall work within the frame- 
work of a Military Ordinariate, which we would hope would consti- 
tute a jurisdiction within the Episcopal Church. 


(2) The Bishop for the Armed Forces shall be advised by an 
Advisory Council to consist of three Bishops, three Priests, three Lay 
men, and three Lay women. This Advisory Council to be appointed 
for each triennium by the Presiding Bishop. 


(3) The Bishop for the Armed Forces shall recruit and screen 
clergy of the Episcopal Church for chaplaincies for the Armed Forces 
and the Veterans Administration; and shall be the endorsing agent 
with the Department of Defense. 


(4) The office of the Bishop for the Armed Forces shall be the 
repository for the records of all official acts performed by chaplains 
for the Armed Forces and the Veterans Administration. 


(5) Clergy of this Church entering upon active duty with the 
Armed Forces or Veterans Administration shall maintain their canon- 
ical residence in their home Dioceses, but while on active duty shall 
be under the functional jurisdiction of the Bishop for the Armed 
Forces. 


The Committee respectfully submits these recommendations and asks 
that they be given to the Committee on Canons of the House of Bishops 
so that a suitable canon may be drawn and presented for the action of 
the 1967 General Convention of the Church. 


CHARLES E. BENNISON, 
Chairman, Bishop of 
Western Michigan 


Referred to the Committee on Canons 


Resignations Accepted 


The Suffragan Bishop of Texas reported for the Committee on 


Resignation of Bishops, as follows: 


The Committee on Resignation of Bishops met on October 26, 1966. 
The Committee recommends to the House of Bishops acceptance of the 
resignation of the Rt. Rev. Charles Packard Gilson, Suffragan Bishop 
of Honolulu, as of September 3, 1967, on the ground of age. Bishop 
Gilson was born September 3, 1899. 


The Committee also recommends acceptance of the resignation of the 
Rt. Rev. Russell Sturgis Hubbard, Bishop of Spokane, as of April 30, 
1967, on the ground of physical disability. Bishop Hubbard was born 
September 8, 1902. 


He moved the adoption of the Report. 
Motion carried 
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The Bishop Coadjutor of Alabama reported for the Committee 
of Nine on matters referred to the Committee by individuals for 
consideration. He reported that the persons involved have been 
counseled in respect of the requests which they made. 


Missionary District of Ecuador 


The Bishop of Massachusetts reported for the Committee on 
Overseas Missions and moved the following Resolution: 


Resolved, That this House approve the setting up of a new Missionary 
District of Ecuador to include the whole territory of the Republic of 
Ecuador. 


Resolution adopted 


The Bishop of South Florida moved for re-consideration of action 
on the Viet Nam Resolution. 


Motion lost 
The Bishop of New Hampshire moved the following Resolution: 


Resolved, That we pray, and call our people to pray, for the cessation 
of bombing and military action in Viet Nam. 


Motion lost 
Membership, House of Bishops 


The Suffragan Bishop of Connecticut (Esquirol) reported for the 
Committee on Amendments to the Constitution, as follows: 


With reference to the proposed Amendments to Article I., Section 
2, and Article II., Section 4, of the Constitution, submitted by the 
Committee on the Office of a Bishop, the Committee on Amendments 
to the Constitution points out that, at the General Convention in 
1967, it is anticipated that the Joint Commission on Structure of the 
General Convention and Provinces will make some suggestions in this 
area of legislation, and that, therefore, no action should be taken in 
these matters at this time. 


The Committees moves, then, that it be discharged from further 
consideration of this matter. 


Motion carried 
Deployment of the Clergy 


The Bishop of Chicago moved the following Resolution: 


Resolved, That the Presiding Bishop appoint a Committee of this 
House, or direct an already existing Committee, to study in depth the 
Bishop’s function in the deployment of clergy, giving special attention 
to the placement of clergy in parishes and the authority to remove 
ineffective clergy from the same; and be it further 
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Resolved, That the Committee be directed to report its recommenda- 
tion at the next Meeting of the House, with canonical changes necessary 
to put these recommendations into effect. 


- Resolution adopted 


The Bishop of North Carolina reported for the Committee on 
Counsel to the Clergy. 


Women in Church’s Ministry 


The Bishop of Rochester reported for the Committee on the 
Proper Place of Women in the Church’s Ministry. 


He moved the following Resolutions: 


1. Resolved, That the House of Bishops respectfully request the Pre- 
siding Bishop to communicate to the Archbishop of Canterbury the 
desire and hope of this House that the question of the proper place of 
women in the Ministry of the Church will be thoroughly explored by 
the Lambeth Conference of 1968. 


Resolution adopted 


2. Resolved, That the Secretary of this House communicate the report 
of the Committee on the Proper Place of Women in the Church’s Min- 
istry to the Joint Commission on Ecumenical Relations, the Joint Com- 
mission on Women Church Workers, the Joint Commission on Educa- 
tion for Holy Orders, the Division of Christian Ministries of the 
Executive Council, and the Committee for the Study of Theological 
Education. 


Resolution adopted 


The Bishop of Rochester read the following Memorial from the 
Diocese of Springfield: 


Resolved, That this Eighty-Eighth Synod of the Diocese of Spring- 
field respectfully petition the House of Bishops to re-consider its reso- 
lutions, and to affirm in clear and unambiguous language the following 
points: 


1. That women, by definition of the Preface to the Ordinal in the 
Book of Common Prayer and the Canons of the American Church, 
are incapable of receiving the Sacrament of Holy Orders, i.e., that 
they may not be admitted to the Orders of Bishops, Priests, or 
Deacons, and that no forseeable circumstances could alter the convic- 
tion of the Church in this matter. 


2. That women admitted to the office of Deaconess are not 
ordained in any sense that this term is used in the bestowal of the 
Sacrament of Holy Orders, and that no formula devised by the House 
of Bishops can bestow upon such Deaconesses “indelible character” 
as this phrase is used in connection with the three-fold Orders of 
Bishops, Priests, and Deacons. 
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3. That the language of the Preface to the Ordinal in the Book of 
Common Prayer, in referring to “these Orders of Ministers in Christ’s 
Church,—Bishops, Priests and Deacons” is exclusive in its intent, and 
means that no other office or work in the Church may be included 
in the Church’s Orders of Ministers; and that any use of the terms 
“ministers” or “ministries” in reference to any person or work in the 
Church apart from the Orders of Bishops, Priests, and Deacons be 
carefully safeguarded so as to avoid any possible confusion with that 
three-fold Order. 


He moved that the Resolution be tabled. 
Motion carried 
The Bishop of Albany moved the following Resolution: 


Resolved, That the House of Bishops call on clergy and laity to con- 
tinually pray for the peace of the world. 


Resolution adopted 


The Bishop of Long Island commended “Operation KIT” of the 
Brotherhood of St. Andrew to Bishops in whose Dioceses this or- 
ganization exists. 


Viet Nam Resolution 


The Bishop of Erie rose to a point of personal privilege. He spoke 
concerning the Resolution on Viet Nam which had earlier been 
tabled. 

The Bishop of Connecticut, who had made the Motion to table, 
moved that it be removed from the table. 


Motion carried 


The Bishop of Bethlehem moved that the House take a fifteen- 
minute recess so that a Special Committee could seek to revise the 
Statement on Viet Nam. 


Motion carried 


The Chair appointed the Bishop of Connecticut, Chairman, to- 
gether with the Bishop of Erie, the Bishop of Bethlehem, and the 
Bishop of Rhode Island, to revise the Statement. 


The recess ended, the Bishop of Connecticut presented the fol- 
lowing Statement on the War in Viet Nam: 


A STATEMENT ON THE WAR IN VIET NAM 


Christian principles and points of view do not lapse because we are 
involved in an undeclared war in Viet Nam. The Church calls men 
everywhere to repentance and compassion, to faith and hope, to work- 
ing for justice, to love as opposed to hate, to the task of peace-building. 
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We recognize the anguish caused by this war for all involved, Con- 
cerned statesmen, politicians, and military personnel share this pain. We 
do also. 


We commend our leaders for their efforts to bring an end to this con- 
flict through negotiation. We plead with them to continue to strive to 
develop broader latitude in the give-and-take of the process of genuine 
reconciliation. 


We urge the support of all humanitarian efforts, especially those of 
Church World Service, so that such witness may not only help relieve 
suffering but also assist in creating an atmosphere in which reconciliation 
may be achieved. . 


We ask all to join in continual prayer for our country, for the people 


of Viet Nam, for all engaged in military action, for the peace of the 
world, and for the reconciliation of all God’s people. 


He moved its adoption. 
Motion carried 


The Bishop of South Florida spoke of the Seabury Series mate- 


rials, urging Bishops to seriously re-consider their use. 


Resolutions of Appreciation 


The Suffragan Bishop of Oregon, reporting for the Committee on 


Hospitality, moved the following Resolution: 


Whereas, We find ourselves in the succession of such noble company 
as the American Indian, the French, British, Yankees, and Rebels in 
occupation of the City of Wheeling and its environs; and 


Whereas, This occupation has not been resisted, but openly encour- 
aged, resulting in our being wholly engulfed in kindness; and 


Whereas, We are deeply appreciative of every effort directed toward 
this end; therefore, be it 


Resolved, That we express the most sincere appreciation to our Host, 
the Rt. Rev. Wilburn C. Campbell, and his charming lady, and to all 
of those who have so generously given themselves to make our stay a 
pleasant experience, especially Mr. John R. Williams, the general chair- 
man of arrangements, and his efficient co-workers, Mrs. William B. 
Nern, Lee C. Paull III, R. E. Spears, Jr., the Rev. Carl Richmond, 
Mrs. George Armbrecht, the Rev. Charles Roberts, Henry Schrader, 
A. F. Marshall, the Rev. William Trumbore, G. Ogden Nutting, Robert 
Jones, Robert Hannum, John D. Phillips, Sr., Mrs. Edward Vossler, the 
Rev. W. Carroll Thorn, Mrs. John R. Williams, Mrs. John H. Fair; Jr; 
Mrs. A. F, Marshall, John B. Gardner, Mrs. Mary Frank Jackson, and 
all those who have worked with them; and be it further 


Resolved, That we express our appreciation to the City of Wheeling 
and the management and staff of Wilson Lodge and to the pages who 
have so efficiently served the House; and be it further 
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Resolved, That we express our appreciation to the ladies and gentle- 
men of the press, radio, and television, for their interest and concern 
for our proceedings; and be it further 


Resolved, That we express our appreciation to the Wheeling Steel Co. 
for its gracious hospitality and warm reception, and to the Pontiac 
Motor Company and its local dealer, Clarke Pontiac, for their generous 
provision of automobiles for our convenience, and to the many unknown 
who have contributed to the pleasure of our stay. 


Resolution adopted 
On Motion, the House adjourned, sine die. 


JOHN E. HINES 
Presiding Bishop 


ALEXANDER M. RODGER 
Secretary 


APPENDIX 1 
POPULATION, POVERTY, AND PEACE 


At the beginning of the Christian era, there were three-hundred- 
million human beings on the earth. Not until 1820 did that figure 
reach one billion. A hundred years later, it doubled to two billion. 
In forty more years, in 1960, it passed three billion. By the year 
2000, it should be well above six billion, or twice as many people 
as are living today. Every year, the world’s population grows by 
50-60 million people, roughly the population of France, or the 
United Kingdom, or the whole Roman Empire at the time Christ 
was born. 


These figures have become commonplace. It is nearly impossible 
to clothe them in flesh and blood, or to comprehend the stark facts 
of the human tragedy around the globe which accompany them. 
Two-thirds of the present world population live in nutritional de- 
ficiency. One-billion men, women, and children, daily suffer crip- 
pling hunger. Food production has not kept pace with population 
in the under-developed nations. Food supply will have to be more 
than doubled in the next two decades merely to preserve the present 
subsistence level. Thus, catastrophic famine is likely in the early 
1970’s in India, Pakistan, and China, followed, in a few short years, 
by Indonesia, Iran, Turkey, Egypt, and, by 1980, in most of the 
other countries of Asia, Africa, and Latin America. 


However extensive the promotion of family planning, in the near 
future the explosive population growth will bring the world shortly 
to a food crisis of mammoth proportions, one which poses ines- 
capable threats to the stability and growth of the nations and to the 
peace of the whole world. 


Few citizens with a concern for public affairs can have escaped 
a presentation of these facts. Yet they recede into the background 
of our consciences, simultaneously perceived and ignored with that 
same detachment with which we regard the possibility of nuclear 
war. It is not that men are notably callous about human suffering, 
failing through lack of moral courage to grasp the personal, family, 
and community, tragedies hidden in these bare statistics. It is not 
that Christians, and others who affirm the solidarity of mankind, 
have not sought, through governments, through the United Nations, 
and by a wealth of voluntary effort, to minister within the calamitous 
conditions we confront. Rather, the issues have not yet become the 
major agenda of mankind or of the Church. 


God, who created human life, wills that we give ourselves to the 
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relief of suffering and to the cause of justice and peace. That truth is 
central to our Gospel. The command, “‘Feed the hungry”, then, must 
have an over-riding priority in our corporate and personal lives. 


All the answers to the problems of over-population, hunger, and 
poverty, are not known. But there are things which the Church 
can do. 


To obey the will of our Lord, let us give primary stress to meeting 
human need wherever encountered in our missionary enterprise 
overseas through the use of both new and existing resources of per- 
sonnel and facilities for the development of agriculture, welfare and 
medical services, education, and economic growth. Let us conduct 
our programs in a manner which is indigenous both in methodology 
and the human resources developed. Let us undertake these efforts 
in concert with other Anglicans, other Christians, other religious and 
secular agencies, in these lands; and, thus, by such effort in meeting 
human need, make real the meaning and intent of “Mutual Respon- 
sibility and Interdependence”’. 


We affirm, also, and support programs of population control, 
recognizing and proclaiming that the population explosion has be- 
come a world crisis in which personal responsibility affects all strata 
of society. Family planning is not only for those who are poor, but 
also for all who would accept social responsibility seriously. We 
therefore support the availability to all of legitimate birth-control 
services within the United States, and the creation overseas of pilot 
programs which may persuade peoples and governments that such 
programs on a larger scale are practical and effective. 


As a practical measure, we encourage substantially increased gifts 
to the Presiding Bishop’s Fund for World Relief in 1967. The Fund 
represents extremely modest support when compared either with the 
vastness of world need or with the affluence of our people. 


But a strengthened Fund would make it possible to initiate and 
strengthen programs for attacking root causes of hunger. By joining 
our efforts with those of other Churches with which we are allied in 
programs of relief and inter-Church aid through Church World 
Service and the World Council of Churches, much could be done in 
agricultural and rural development, sanitation, health and medical 
services, urban community development, leadership training, teacher 
training, and development of schools and education. 


It is also high time that as a people we become alert to the social 
and political vacuums around the world which are waiting to be 
filled and to the dangerous irrelevance of military means for filling 
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them. It is ironical that the tremendous success of the Marshall Plan 
in filling of vacuums in post-war Europe has been the prelude, not to 
enhancement of the concept of development aid and its massive 
application, but to a net decrease in public monies devoted by the 
United States to this purpose. The present crisis is no less urgent 
than the crisis of post-war Europe twenty years ago. The time has 
come when we must make a frontal attack upon the scepticism that 
surrounds the concept of mutual aid. ‘““The haves” among the nations 
must be aroused to use their substance willingly and wisely to help 
“the have-nots”. 


Our Gross National Product steadily increases, yet the percentage 
devoted to international development dangerously declines. The 
present expenditure of prosperous nations for development aid is 
now about three-tenths of one percent. A new thrust is essential if 
we are to vindicate our national affirmations of concern for justice 
and peace among the nations. 


As Bishops, we are prepared to pledge that in our own Dioceses 
we will wrestle with these issues and urge our people to face their 
responsibilities in combating global poverty with the affluence and 
abundance which God has given us and for which we are called to 
be faithful stewards. 


We recognize the link between problems of peace and of eco- 
nomic growth. The nations of the world are spending $200-billion 
annually on armaments. As Bishops of the Episcopal Church, we 
request the Presiding Bishop to initiate immediately conversations 
with the leadership of the World Council of Churches, the Provinces 
of the Anglican Communion, and His Holiness, Pope Paul VI, to 
bring together a worldwide gathering of Christians, Jews, Moslems, 
and leaders of Eastern religions, in search of religious initiatives for 
peace. 


We would further hope that the Anglican Communion would 
appoint a non-governmental representative to the United Nations 
as an extension of the office of the Executive Officer of the Anglican 
Communion, to assist Provinces of our Communion in finding their 
role in the quest for peace and the elimination of poverty. 


The Executive Council of the Church, when feasible and appro- 
priate, should press for the recruitment of volunteers to serve in 
Church-sponsored and in voluntary governmental and international 
programs. The parishes should aid in recruiting for those institutions 
and agencies which serve the wider mission of the Church. 


We further pledge the resources of the Church to achieve a 
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society of equal opportunity for all citizens. The issues of poverty 
and human rights are inseparable, both at home and abroad. While 
there has been progress in correcting the unlawful denial of voting 
rights and access to public accommodations for all citizens; never- 
theless, lack of jobs, inadequate education, and blighted housing, 
cause frustration and despair in minority groups. This leads to the 
further unlawful acts of the few. We regard with deep concern the 
subsequent hostility of large sections of the white community. Sen- 
sitivity to human suffering and indignities has turned in many places 
to rejection. Yet only a society concerned for the dignity of every 
citizen can respond with creativity to the demands of a changing 
world. 


As a Bishop is consecrated, he is called upon to “be merciful for 
Christ’s sake to poor and needy people, and to all strangers destitute 
of help”. We share our concern with the Church. For in these 
matters, so relevant to life today, we are all under the judgment and 
the will of our blessed Lord who taught us that in sharing and in 
serving our fellow man we serve Him. 


APPENDIX 2 
POSITION PAPER IN RESPECT OF BISHOP PIKE 


The fact has been widely publicized that a number of Bishops of 
the Episcopal Church have been prepared to initiate a formal trial 
of Bishop James A. Pike. Those who contemplated this action did 
so because they were deeply troubled by certain utterances of Bishop 
Pike which they believed to be contrary to the clear teaching of this 
Church on basic aspects of our faith. 


When all of our Bishops were notified of this contemplated action, 
many were convinced that it should not be taken without an oppor- 
tunity for corporate consideration by the House of Bishops. The 
action was postponed; and the meeting in which we are now engaged 
has given an opportunity for formal and informal consultation on 
the part of those of us present. 


This Statement, adopted by a majority of the House of Bishops, 
seeks to embody briefly the conclusions we have reached. 


It is our opinion that this proposed trial would not solve the prob- 
lem presented to the Church by this minister, but in fact would be 
detrimental to the Church’s mission and witness. 


This judgment does not as such represent any legal opinion on 
our part for or against any charges which might be brought against 
Bishop Pike. 


Many considerations have led us to this conclusion. We recognize 
that ideas and beliefs cannot be constrained by laws and penalties. 
This “heresy trial” would be widely viewed as a ‘throw-back’ to 
centuries when the law, in Church and State, sought to repress and 
penalize unacceptable opinions. It would spread abroad a “repres- 
sive image” of the Church, and suggest to many that we are more 
concerned with traditional propositions about God than with faith 
as the response of the whole man to God. The language and the 
mysteries of the Christian faith are inescapably hardened when 
dealt with in legal terms. We believe that our Church is quite capa- 
ble of carrying the strains of free inquiry and of responsible, and 
even irresponsible, attempts to restate great articles of faith in ways 
that would speak in positive and kindling terms to men of our own 
time. And we are confident that the great majority of our clergy and 
people are gratefully loyal to our good inheritance in a Church 
catholic, evangelical and open. 


Having taken this position regarding a trial, nevertheless, we feel 
bound to reject the tone and manner of much that Bishop Pike has 
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said as being offensive and highly disturbing within the communion 
and fellowship of the Church. And we would disassociate ourselves 
from many of his utterances as being irresponsible on the part of 
one holding the office and trust that he shares with us. 


His writing and speaking on profound realities with which Chris- 
tian faith and worship are concerned are too often marred by 
caricatures of treasured symbols and at the worst, by cheap vul- 
garizations of great expressions of faith. 


We are more deeply concerned with the irresponsibility revealed 
in many of his utterances. He has certainly spoken in a disparaging 
way of the Trinity, for example, and suggested that a conceptualized 
doctrine of the Trinity is a “heavy piece of luggage,” of which the 
Church might well be relieved. Yet he knows well that a Triune 
apprehension of the mystery of God’s being and action is woven into 
the whole fabric of the creeds and prayers and hymnody of our 
Episcopal Church, as it is into the vows of loyalty taken by our 
clergy at their ordination. It is explicit in our membership in the 
World Council of Churches and in our consultations on Church 
union with other major Churches. To dissect it out of the stuff of 
our shared life in Christ would indeed be a radical operation; to 
suggest such surgery is irresponsible. 


Mature and competent theologians have always known that the . 
language of profound faith presents special problems. Silence is 
often more expressive of “the knowledge of God” than facile speak- 
ing. But men must seek to find words, symbols, metaphors and 
parables to express their faith if they are to communicate and share 
it. The language of faith is frequently open to unimaginative and 
literalistic interpretations. Ancient terms and formulas may cease to 
speak to men in later times. There is constant need for reinterpreta- 
tion and recasting, especially in a time of such rapid intellectual and 
social change as ours. For this task there must be freedom, respon- 
sible freedom. But this calls for sensitive pastoral care and for patient 
and reverent penetration into what hallowed word-forms have been 
trying to say. We find too little of this pastoral concern and of this 
patient and reverent penetration in many of Bishop Pike’s utterances 
on the most sensitive themes. 


At the last meeting of this House, Bishop Pike affirmed his 
loyalty to the Doctrine, Discipline, and Worship of this Church and 
expressed his concern for the episcopal brotherhood he shares with 
us. We welcomed that assurance and the hope it gave that the 
dynamic leadership with which he is endowed might be used in such 
a way as to strengthen our corporate life and witness. Nothing so 


. 


60 JOURNAL OF THE GENERAL CONVENTION 


troubles us now as the sense shared by most of us that this hope 
was vain. 


This is a hard thing to say—perhaps as hard as what Bishop Pike 
has said of beliefs treasured in the Church in whose service he and 
we have been joined and honored. Doubtless he would declare that 
he intended “‘to speak the truth in love.” We would say the same— 
indeed we would acknowledge gratefully and sincerely that there has 
been so much in his ministry among us in which we rejoice, and we 
take this action aware of our continuing need for redemption, for- 
giveness and love. 


Finally, we do not think his often obscure and contradictory 
utterances warrant the time and the work and the wounds of a trial. 
The Church has more important things to get on with. 


APPENDIX 3 
A STATEMENT ABOUT STEWARDSHIP 


A brief description of Stewardship might run as follows: Steward- 
ship is the offering a human being makes of himself—his time, his 
abilities and opportunities, his resources—in free and thankful 
obedience to God. God gives us our existence and all that goes with 
it, in an act of love and for the sake of love, to the end that we shall 
respond to Him as Christ-like children. Our response, our offering, 
is to grow up in Him and work with Him, using all the gifts He has 
given us, that we may follow Jesus and that the world may know 
Jesus as Lord and Saviour. 


It is easy to speak of what Stewardship does not mean. It does 
not mean a ministry of money alone, although our money is an 
essential means the steward uses. It is not satisfied by the allocation 
of any fixed proportion of our resources to God, no matter how 
generous that proportion may be. It is not a bargain struck with 
God in order to insure His acceptance of us. It does not mean a kind 
of lordly alliance with God. 


The word itself is a translation into Biblical English of a Greek 
combination-word which means “the management of a house”. The 
root word “‘house” belongs to the main-stream of the Old Testament 
as well as the New. When the people of the Old Testament called 
themselves the “‘house of Israel’, for instance, they meant to say far 
more than merely suggest an image of a dwelling. The “house” was 
the wide family of God’s people—related sometimes by blood or 
name, but always by common loyalty, common fortune, common 
service, common hope—interdependent, with an identity of their 
own over against the wide world, standing for a faith given them in 
trust, committed to a fulfillment yet to come. It was God’s house; 
it was the gift and act of God; He held title to it; He gave and He 
could take away the right to belong to it; He could cleanse and 
reconcile those lost to it by His judgment or man’s failure. 


The management of that house is what is signified in the Bible’s 
word “Stewardship”. To stewards was entrusted the responsibility of 
administering what was important to the household, and even more 
important and precious to the owner. It was required of stewards, 
as St. Paul says, that they be found faithful—not only in narrow 
watchfulness lest they be caught napping, but in mature, responsible, 
productive service as the representatives of the master. This meant, 
as another use of the words suggests, that they understood and 
steadfastly shared the purposes of the master. 
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Yet one more flash of meaning lights our way. When we speak, 
in the homely Bible English, of being “edified’’, we mean to describe 
how Christians should grow in their religion, develop in discipleship, 
deepen in faith. The root word again is “house”—it is “house- 
building” which finds its translation as “edification”. When, in J St. 
Peter, Christians are called “living stones built up as a spiritual 
house, an holy priesthood, to offer up spiritual sacrifices”, the 
Epistle is describing a cardinal aspect of Stewardship. It is the work 
of the steward to become what he is, to increase in what he gives 
away, to deepen his hold on what is entrusted to him to minister to 
others. 


Thus, to speak of Stewardship signifies at least these marks of 
faithful discipleship: First, the framework of Stewardship is never 
merely that of an individual, alone, dealing with God. It is that of 
an individual within community, of the individual as a member of a 
community. What the individual ministers is the corporate treasure 
of this community, known to us in St. Paul’s phrase as the “‘house- 
hold of God’. Thus, Stewardship inescapably has a corporate bear- 
ing and responsibility in its very root, not as something added to 
it later on. 


Second, Stewardship implies the totality of God’s gift, not merely 
some part of it. The house within which the Christian lives is not 
merely that of his religious concerns or his “tithe”. It is his whole 
existence—his life itself, his gifts, his choices, his good or evil 
fortune, the resources which are given to him, his marriage, his 
family, his friends, his job. All these gifts, all of them conditioned 
by the society within which he lives, are entrusted to him by their 
real owner. And the owner, God, the Householder, retains the right 
to call for an accounting of this Stewardship. 


We cannot fail to remember the Parable of the Talents, which is 
our controlling teaching about this, with its sobering reminder of 
the fearful, faithless steward who only buried his talent until it 
should be reclaimed. But we should add to that the memory of the 
Laborers in the Vineyard. Both parables teach of the initiative of 
God in giving His gifts; both teach that in the end the Master is 
doing what He wills to do with his own. Yet the purpose of the 
Master is good. 


Third, therefore, Stewardship demands faithfulness to the Divine 
purpose which runs all through the management of the household’s 
affairs. Our management of our resources, as Christians, is an 
obedience, given by free, mortal men and women, to what we can 
discern of the purposes of the Master. But they are His purposes, 
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not ours. Our Stewardship is always spoken of, rightly, as an 
“obedience”. Indeed, this is buttressed in the history of the word 
itself by the fact that the steward of the household, in many cultures, 
was a slave. Slavery did not then especially denote a degraded status; 
our Lord was not degraded by being the Servant we love; but it 
clearly denotes the sense of loyal, faithful dependency which belongs 
in all true Stewardship. 


Fourth, as I St. Peter so clearly teaches, the house is not finished. 
Those who belong to it are living stones, growing toward an end 
which is not yet accomplished. We are stewards of that which is to 
come, most centrally of the triumphant Lord who is to come. In 
the meantime, we patiently abide as living stones, growing up in our 
understanding of the faith and in our ability to witness for it. 


Fifth, our Stewardship is in this world—to Christ, as well as 
through Him, in this world. The Christian is called, in this world, to 
minister to God’s family caught in the elemental problem of poverty, 
even famine. Despite the fact that developing technical skills now 
make possible adequate food for all mankind, so long scarred by 
hunger, hunger still imprisons free spirits. And Christ dwells in them. 
“IT was an hungred, and ye gave me meat: I was thirsty, and ye 
gave me drink.” We have a Stewardship to Him. 


Sixth, Christ is the Steward; and it is He who guides and fulfills 
our Stewardship. His Stewardship of the gift and will of the Father 
is as complete and all-encompassing as flesh and blood could give. 
He is the cornerstone on which the living house is being built, in us 
and among us. He is the servant who faithfully administers what is 
given Him—the mission of the Messiah, the truth about humanity. 
Thus all Stewardship, for Christians, is in Christ and by Him, as 
well as for Him. It is His priesthood which we share, in the orderly 
offering we make of all that we are and have. Therefore, Steward- 
ship is not only a corporate obedience and offering but also an 
anonymous one. The only perfect offering is Christ’s; we do not 
presume to stand apart from Him; we join in His offering as we do 
in the Eucharist; our offering is lifted by Him to the Father’s throne; 
and we may not claim the proud, childish satisfaction of bargaining, 
ourselves, with the Father. 


The Pharisee (in the Parable of the Pharisee and the Publican) 
did not know this. He thought he could justify himself, make his 
own arrangement with God, call God’s attention to his accomplish- 
ments. The Publican knew only that health and salvation must come 
to him from somebody else; he could only ask for mercy on his 
imperfect offering. So it is ever with stewards. We may not know 
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the worth of what we offer, in God’s eyes. We may not understand 
the use He will make of what is entrusted to us to minister. But this 
does not matter. It is our commitment which matters, our will to 
deal responsibly and faithfully with what God has given us, our 
loyal, rock-like dependability as people called to become, in Christ’s 
following and image, what the children of God should become. He 
has given us what we need; He will do all the judging that needs 
doing; it is enough for us to grasp with thankful wonder the unbe- 
lievable trust He puts in us, and the incredible hope of glory which 
blazes across the steward’s path. 


APPENDIX 4 
STATEMENT ON STRATEGY 


by The Rt. Rev. John E. Hines, D.D. 
to The House of Bishops, October 27, 1966 


Beginning prior to the June meeting of Executive Council, and 
running through an extensive session following that June meeting, 
members of the Council and its staff have been trying to develop 
adequate means by which can be measured the effectiveness with 
which the purposes of the general Church’s program can be defined 
and accomplished. The process, still going on, takes aim at a three- 
fold objective: (1) to analyze as accurately as possible the more 
or less “fixed” commitments established by previous General Con- 
ventions for which Executive Council has a responsibility; (2) to 
provide realistic estimates of the range and nature of work required 
in order for this Church to continue and increase her engagement 
with the demands and opportunities apparent in a changing world; 
and (3) to develop a basis in strategy for decisions concerning what 
this Church must be prepared to DO, both with respect to ongoing 
commitments and emerging new opportunities. Since the Church 
cannot do everything, in the light of its presently available resources 
and its recognizable potential, provision for intelligent decision con- 
cerning the viable options must be provided. We would hope then 
that what is being done in the planning process (allowing for the 
limitations which are bound to mark any new cooperative venture) 
will enable us in Council to appraise our own program objectives 
with increased clarity, and to afford General Convention, through 
appropriate channels, factually-based options for decisions and 
mandates. 


Earlier this year I invited diocesan bishops to afford me their 
analysis of the strategies and priorities apparent in the work of 
mission in their respective jurisdictions. I was hopeful that at this 
meeting of the House of Bishops it might be possible for all of us 
to join in a discussion which, taking account of what is evolving in 
their jurisdictions, and what may be emerging through our own 
planning process, will help to guide national Church strategy and 
priorities for the next Triennium. 


As I have indicated, the Chairmen and Directors of the Depart- 
ments and General Divisions of the Council have put in considerable 
time and effort preparing an analysis of the basic assumptions, gen- 
eral goals, and specific operational objectives looking towards the 
general Church’s program for the next Triennium. The results of 
these efforts—not yet completed—will be put before the depart- 
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ments and Council during these next two meetings. It may be that 
from these sources, and their effective planning together, there may 
issue reliable means for measuring, the effectiveness of the steward- 
ship committed to us. - 


Any projected program, to be effective, must take account of the 
crucial areas of human need apparent in this world. Because our lot 
is cast in a period of vast and incredibly swift, often unpredictable, 
change—the Church must “sit loose” to programs which tend to tie 
up available resources, of personnel and finances, for prolonged 
periods of time. There is no doubt but that this world grimly dis- 
plays areas of desperate need that will not pass away in our life- 
time! But it is also evident that what appears to be a crucial need 
at the beginning of a triennium may turn out to be a secondary or 
even inconsequential one towards the end. I would hope that the 
time is with us when the Church will find ways to commit her re- 
sources through less rigid financial frame-work than has thus far 
been apparent, that the Church may be increasingly mobile and 
responsive. 


There are key areas of opportunity to which we would do well to 
remain sensitive as we plan for both the immediate and the remote 
future. The “ecclesiastical establishment” has been under attack for 
some time now because, generally speaking, we seem reluctant to 
“go where the action is” . . . and initiative for an attack upon in- 
justice, inequality, prejudice, ignorance, poverty, and other allied 
evils, has long passed into the hands of less-religiously-motivated, 
more militant . . . if sometimes terribly violent, groups. 


Until I am otherwise persuaded I am of the opinion that the 
inertia of Church people can be attributed more to “lack of head” 
than “lack of heart”! Many of our people really care about what is 
happening in the ghettos (south and north and east and west), in 
the court-room, in the poverty-ridden rural slums, in Viet Nam, in 
South Africa; but many of these problems are highly complex, and 
because their knowledge of the Christian Gospel, and the nature and 
mission of the Church is pathetically thin, if not—at times cruelly— 
distorted, they find themselves immobilized, frustrated amid the 
peripheral claims of their Church. 


It was just ten years ago that the Directors of the Ford Founda- 
tion startled most of us, and galvanized the educational world, by 
announcing grants totaling over a half-billion dollars . . . a great 
segment of which went for raising salaries of teachers at private uni- 
versities and liberal arts colleges. The atomic age had burst upon 
us with its urgent demands; that enough well-trained scientists and 
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technicians be produced to keep us in the forefront both of military 
and peaceful technological achievements; and, second, THAT 
THERE BE GENERATED ENOUGH UNDERSTANDING OF 
HUMAN BEHAVIOR THAT WILL ENABLE US TO FORE- 
STALL THE SUICIDE OF CIVILIZATION AS WE KNOW IT! 
You know, it is possible that the Bible is correct—and that the 
“sons of this world are wiser towards their generation than the 
sons of light!” 


I hope this Church can mount a carefully-planned, formidable, 
effective program for theological education, comprehensive enough 
to include adults and youth, unordained and ordained, foolish and 
wise! Such a program can, and should, improve present forms of 
ministry, create and test new forms, encourage the abandonment of. 
those forms which our dynamic culture already has made obsolete. 
Such an ambitious undertaking must, and doubtless will, be within 
the requirements of ecumenical realities. To do less than is implicit 
here is the equivalent of sending the Church’s forces into nuclear- 
geared warfare armed with bows and arrows. We can expect that 
the Theological Education Committee under Dr. Pusey’s leadership 
will give this Church creative leadership in this vital area. Here the 
stakes are high! 


As an addendum, but an important one, the Church must find 
ways of dealing intelligently with the whole problem of “man- 
power’—and, in my book, this term includes “woman-power”! No 
more pertinent words have been written: “The harvest truly is 
plenteous, but the laborers are few.” The dearth of laborers in the 
Vineyard of the Lord is one problem. The deployment of the “avail- 
able few” is another! The time is long-passed when the Church 
could reasonably expect the seminaries to graduate men sufficiently 
skilled to accommodate the demands to be faced! Now—no three 
year course can do the impossible task of producing the da Vinci- 
like-man so many-sided, so talented that he can stay on top of a 
job indefinitely. Too many of our clergy crack up these days under 
the pressure of the demands hurled against their equipment. We 
should take a leaf from the Air Force in relation to the rescue of 
pilots, and crew, who bail out in battle. The Air Force goes after 
each and every one of them, expensively and with determination— 
in order to rescue and return them. Aside from each as a person, 
there is simply too much of an investment in their training to write 
them off. Somewhere every week, in this Church, a clergyman “bails 
out”! Who goes after him? 


A few days ago here we heard a report of the Joint Urban Pro- 
gram—as it has developed since the last General Convention. What 
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a responsibility we assigned to that division! Fortunately, it was 
seen early that the opportunities posed by the urban-industrial- 
technological explosion cannot be encompassed in any single division 
or department. Hence “Joint Urban” is a necessary description of 
a tactic called for! Hardly a department of our Executive Council 
remains alive that is not joined here in this major national effort to 
develop wisely patterns of mission and forms of ministry capable 
of engagement. 


I suspect that we have only been able to uncover a small portion 
of the challenge that:inheres. But we now see enough to realize that 
the problem is ice-bergian in contour. The above-surface belies the 
sub-surface bulk. It would be difficult to run through the catalogue 
of major demands calling to the Church “help, help”:—and not 
have to conclude: every one of them lies within the area committed 
to the Joint Urban Program. The Church must not be frightened off 
by the magnitude and extent of this polyglot and complex area of 
need! Our commitment here should continue to be a very high 
priority .. . and in depth! 


Regrettably, I am not prepared at this moment to do more than 
mention other concerns of the Church which, in my opinion, call for 
high priority consideration. Their position in this brief resume must 
not be taken as descriptive of their importance in the forward- 
looking of the Executive Council and the Church. Our Overseas 
stance is likely to be the thing better understood by our own 
people, and calculated by others to describe this Church’s vitality 
and vision! WE SPEND MOST OF OUR RESOURCES OPERA- 
TIONALLY IN COMMITMENTS PREVIOUSLY ASSUMED 
... and valuable, also... BUT WE ARE WITHOUT “RISK- 
CAPITAL” through the expenditure of which: the imaginative and 
creative minds who serve us here CAN HAVE A GENUINE 
opportunity to aid the Church’s mission. The opportunities that 
have come to me to visit our overseas jurisdictions have heartened 
me greatly when I see the superior quality of our overseas personnel 
both national and American. But I am disheartened when, time and 
time again, it is underlined that this wealthy, generally affluent (by 
comparison) Church of ours deals in pitifully small subsidies in 
response to the Great Commission, “Go ye. . . .” 


There is not time to treat the highly important areas of Steward- 
ship and Communication. Perhaps this is the perennial fate of both 
of these . . . near the end, when time has run out! It should not 
be . . . and must not continue to be! For the world will not take 
seriously a Church which has not learned to “give” in response to 
the total self-giving of God. “By their fruits shall ye know them!” 
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Services and Devotions 


I. As an indication of our humble dependence upon 
the Word and Spirit of God, and following the example 
of Primitive Councils, a copy of the Holy Scriptures shall 
always be reverently placed in view at all meetings of 
this House. 


II. On each day of the Session of the House, the meet- 
ing shall be opened with prayer and the reading of the 
Holy Scriptures. 


III. At the hour of noon on each day of the Session, 
there shall be a short devotional service, including prayers 
for Missions and other appropriate prayers. 


IV. The daily session of the House shall be closed with 
the Benediction pronounced by the Bishop presiding. 


V. At every session of the House of Bishops there 
shall be a daily celebration of the Holy Communion at 
such time and place as the Presiding Bishop or Vice- 
Chairman of the House shall appoint. 


VI. Preceding the balloting for the election of a Pre- 
siding Bishop, a Missionary Bishop, or on the proposed 
transfer of a Missionary Bishop from one District to an- 
other, there shall be a celebration of the Holy Com- 
munion, with a special prayer for the guidance of the 
Holy Spirit. The Bishops should be vested for the service. 


VII. The opening service of the General Convention 
and selection of the preacher shall be in charge of the 
Presiding Bishop, the Vice-Chairman of the House of 
Bishops, and the Bishop of the Diocese wherein the Con- 
vention is to be held. The sermon shall be delivered by 
the Presiding Bishop, unless he. shall elect to appoint 
some other Bishop as Preacher. 


First Day of Session 


I. The House of Bishops shall meet for business at 
such time and place as shall have been duly notified by 
the Presiding Bishop, or the Vice-Chairman of the House, 
to the members of this House, and shall be called to 
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order by the Presiding Bishop or-the Vice-Chairman, or, 
in their absence, by the Senior Bishop present. 


II. The House shall then proceed to elect a Secretary. 
He shall continue in office until the triennial Convention 
following his election. With the approval of the Presiding 
Officer, the Secretary may then, or later, appoint an 
Assistant Secretary. 


III. The roll of members shall be called by the Secre- 
tary. On the second and third days the Secretary shall 
make a note of the late arrivals who shall inform him 
of their presence. 


The minutes of the last meeting shall then be read by 
the Secretary and acted upon by the House. Such reading 
may be dispensed with by a majority vote of the House. 


IV. Bishops appearing in the House for the first time 
after their Consecration shall then be presented to the 
President by one or more Bishops who took part in their 
Consecration; or, in the absence of such Bishops, by one 
or more other Bishops. 


V. The Presiding Bishop shall then announce, with- 
out word or comment, the fact and the date of the death 
of any members who have died since the last preceding 
meeting; after which he shall lead the House in prayer. 


VI. The House shall then proceed to elect a Vice- 
Chairman, after hearing the report of a special nominat- 
ing committee, appointed prior to the meeting by the 
Presiding Bishop, and after receiving any other nomina- 
tions from the floor. The Vice-Chairman, in the absence 
of the Presiding Bishop, or at his request, shall be the 
Presiding Officer of the House. 


VII. As soon as the House shall have been organized 
by the election of its Secretary and Vice-Chairman, it 
shall be the duty of the Presiding Officer to instruct the 
Secretary to communicate to the House of Deputies the 
fact of its organization, and that it is ready to proceed 
to business. 


Daily Orders 


I. The regular order of business of the House shall be 
as follows: 
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. Devotions. 

. Roll-call (except after the third day). 

. Minutes of the previous meeting. 

. Presentation of New Members. 

. Communications from the Presiding Bishop. 

. Report of the Committee on Dispatch of Business. 
. Petitions and Memorials. 


Messages from the House of Deputies not yet dis- 
posed of. 


. Motions of Reference. 
. Reports of Standing Committees in the order in 


which the Committees are named in General 
Rule I. 

Reports of Commissions. 

Reports of Special Committees. 

Miscellaneous Business. 


II. 1. At any Special Meeting of the House, the Secre- 
tary shall present and read the Official Call for such 
meeting and incorporate such Call in the Minutes. 


2. The order of business at any Special Session shall 
be as follows: 
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. Call to order. 

. Devotions. 

. The Reading of the Call for the Special Meeting. 
. Roll-call. 

. Presentation of New Members. 

. Communications from the Presiding Bishop. 

. The Special Business of the Meeting. 

. Reports of Special Committees. 

. Reading of the Minutes. 

. Adjournment. 


Il. 


On the second day of the Session, after Devo- 


tions, the Presiding Bishop shall lay before the House a 
statement of his official acts during the recess of the 
General Convention. 


IV. 


On the days when the House of Bishops is ex- 


pected to meet with the House of Deputies and others in 
Joint Session, the first order of business shall be the con- 
sideration of such matters as the Committee on Dispatch 
of Business shall report as urgently demanding attention. 
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The Calendar 


Order of 
the Day 


Introduction 
of visiting 
Bishops 


Standing 
Committees 


Then shall follow consideration of Messages from the 
House of Deputies not disposed of, Reports from Stand- 
ing Committees, and other business for which time shall 
remain. If the Joint Session shall adjourn before the cus- 
tomary hour for adjournment of the House of Bishops, 
the House shall resume its sitting. Any part of this rule 
may be suspended by a majority vote. 


V. The Secretary shall keep a Calendar of Business, 
on which shall be placed, in the order in which they are 
presented, reports of Committees, Resolutions which lie 
over, and other matters undisposed of, indicating the 
subject of each item. 


VI. The Order of the Day shall be taken up at the 
hour appointed, unless postponed by a vote of two-thirds 
of the members present. 


VII. Bishops invited to honorary seats may be intro- 
duced by the Presiding Officer whenever no other busi- 
ness occupies the House. 


General Rules 


I. Committees shall be appointed by the Presiding 
Officer of the House unless otherwise ordered. The Pre- 
siding Bishop shall name the members of all Standing 
Committees and Special Committees annually, and shall 
designate the Chairman of each Committee. The Commit- 
tee shall elect its own Secretary. Whenever an appoint- 
ment to any place or position is made by direct action of 
the House, such appointment shall be by ballot. At his 
discretion, the Presiding Bishop may refer to the Stand- 
ing Committees, for their consideration, matters which 
arise and which should receive consideration at the next 
meeting of the House. The Standing Committees, to be 
announced not later than the third day of the session, 
shall be as follows: 


. On Dispatch of Business. 

On Rules of Order, of which the Presiding Bishop 
shall be a member ex officio. 

. On Constitution. 

. On Canons. 

. On Memorials and Petitions. 

. On Domestic Missions. 

. On Overseas Missions. 
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8. On Town and Country Work. 

9. On the Book of Common Prayer. 
10. On Christian Education. 
11. On the Consecration of Bishops. 
12. On the Admission of New Dioceses. 
13. On the General Theological Seminary. 
14. On the Resignation of Bishops. 
15. On Social and International Affairs. 
16. On Unfinished Business. 
17. On Ecumenical Relations. 
18. On Religious Communities. 


Each of these Committees shall consist of not less than 
three nor more than eight members, at the discretion of 
the Presiding Officer of the House. 


II. No Memorial, Petition, or Address shall come be- 
fore this House unless presented by the Presiding Officer 
of the House, or some other Bishop present. 


II. Nothing other than Reports and other documents 
printed for the use and by the order of the House, except 
the private correspondence of its members, shall be dis- 
tributed in the House without having first been entrusted 
to the Secretary, and submitted to the approval of the 
Presiding Officer. 


IV. All Resolutions shall be reduced to writing, and 
no motion shall be considered as before the House until 
seconded. 


V. Menzibers in discussion shall address the Chair, and 
shall confine themselves to the Question in debate. No 
member shall speak more than twice in the same debate 
without leave of the House. 


VI. Officers of the House of Bishops, when addressing 
the House in debate, shall in all cases do so from the 
floor of the House. 


VII. When a division is called for, every member pres- 
ent shall be counted, unless personally interested in the 
Question to be decided. When, in such procedure, the 
vote of the Presiding Officer produces a tie, the motion 
shall be considered as lost. 


VIII. When it is proposed to give consent to the con- 
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secration or confirmation of a Bishop-elect, or of a Bishop- 
Coadjutor-elect or of a Suffragan-Bishop- elect, it shall 
be competent for any three members of the House to call 
for a vote by ballot. 


IX. On any Question before tiie House the ayes and 
nays may be required by any three members, and shall 
in such cases be entered on the Journal. 


X. When a Question is under consideration, no motion 
shall be received unless to lay it upon the table, to post- 
pone it to a time certain, to postpone it indefinitely, to 
commit it, to substitute another motion dealing with the 
Question, to amend it, to divide it, or for a Committee of 
Conference; and motions for any of these purposes shall 
have precedence in the order herein named. Motions to 
lay upon the table, to commit, to refer, and to adjourn 
shall be decided without debate. A motion to adjourn 
shall always be in order. 


XI. On motion duly put and carried, the House may 
resolve itself into a Committee of the Whole, at which 
only members of the House shall be present and no 
records made of its action. 


XII. On motion duly put and carried, the House may 
go into Executive Session, at which only members of the 
House shall be present. The Chairman of the Committee 
on Dispatch of Business shall act as clerk and make a 
record of all motions adopted. 


XIII. Reports of Committees shall be in writing, and 
shall be received of course. Reports recommending or 
requiring any action or expression of opinion by the 
House shall be accompanied by specific Resolutions. 


XIV. Reports of Committees appointed to sit during 
the recess, if not acted upon at once, shall, when pre- 
sented, be made the Order of the Day for a time fixed. 
Printed Committee Reports which have been delivered to, 
and circulated among, the members of the House of 
Bishops, in advance of the making of such Reports upon 
the floor of the House, shall be presented by title and 
the Chairman or Committee member presenting said 
Report shall be allowed five minutes for summarizing the 
same, which time may be extended only by a two-thirds 
vote of the House. 
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XV. When a Report (or Reports) of a Joint Commit- 
tee or Joint Commission is referred to the Committees on 
Constitution and Canons, it shall be within the province 
of such Committees to pass and report only on the canoni- 
cal form and not on the contents of such Report or 
Reports. 

XVI. All questions of order shall be decided by the Decision of 
Chair without debate, but appeal may be taken from of order’ 
such decision. The decision of the Chair shall stand unless 
over-ruled by a two-thirds vote of the members present. 

On such appeal, no member shall speak more than once 
without express leave of the House. . 


XVII. Amendments shall be considered in the order | Amendments 
in which they are moved. When a proposed amendment 
is under consideration, a motion to amend the same may 
be made. No after-amendment to such second amend- 
ment shall be in order, but a substitute for the whole 
matter may be received. No proposition on a subject 
differing from the one under consideration shall be 
received under color of a substitute. 

XVIII. A Question being once determined shall stand Motions to 
as the judgment of the House, and shall not be again ete. 
drawn into debate during the same session of the House 
except with the consent of two-thirds of the House. A 
motion to reconsider can be made only on the day the 
vote was taken, or on the next succeeding legislative day; 
and must be made and seconded by those who voted with 
the majority. 


XIX. Except by a vote of two-thirds of the members New 
present, no new business shall be introduced for the con- 
sideration of the House after the fifth day of the Session, 
and for the purpose of this rule all days shall be counted 
excepting Sunday. 

XX. All Resolutions which are to be communicated to Communica- 
the House of Deputies, unless they contain information House of 
of action incomplete in this House, or be temporarily PePutes 
withheld by order of this House at the time of their pas- 
sage, shall be transmitted to the House of Deputies as 
soon as conveniently may be, under the direction of the 
Presiding Officer of the House. 


. 
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XXI. Committees from the:House of Deputies shall 
be admitted immediately. Messages from the House of 
Deputies shall be handed by the Secretary of this House 
to the Presiding Officer, to be laid-before the House as 
early as may be convenient. However, consideration of 
such Message shall be subject to a motion for the appoint- 
ment of a Committee of Conference as hereinafter pro- 
vided in these Rules. All such Messages communicating 
any legislative action on the part of the House of Deputies 
shall, without debate, be referred to the proper Com- 
mittee, unless, without debate, the House shall decide to 
consider such Messages without such reference. When 
the consideration of such Message shall have been begun, 
it shall continue to be the Order of the Day until final 
action thereon. The final action of this House upon any 
Message from the House of Deputies shall be by vote 
upon the question—“Shall this House concur in the ac- 
tion of the House of Deputies as communicated in their 
Message No. wi 


XXII. If, during the consideration by this House of 
any action taken by the House of Deputies, a motion is 
made stating the position of this House and requesting 
a Committee of Conference, such motion shall have 
precedence and be put to a vote without debate, and if 
passed by a majority of the members of this House then 
present, a Committee of Conference shall be appointed. 
A Committee of Conference shall also be in order, with 
or without motion, (1) in cases where the House of 
Deputies has concurred, with amendments, in action 
taken by this House, or (2) in cases where this House 
has concurred, with amendments, in action taken by the 
House of Deputies. When a Committee of Conference 
has been appointed, final action upon the matter under 
consideration shall be deferred until the Committee of 
Conference shall have reported to this House; Provided 
such report shall be made not later than the next business 
day or within one hour after the convening of the last 
meeting of this House in Convention assembled, which- 
ever event shall first occur. Further, the Chairman of any 
Standing or other Committee shall have full authority, 
either alone or with members of the Committee, to con- 
fer with the Chairman of any Committee of the House 
of Deputies having duties and responsibilities the same 
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as, or similar to, those of the Committee of the House of 
Bishops chaired by him. 


XXIII. Two Bishops may be appointed by the Pre- 
siding Officer to act with the Secretary in preparing daily 
reports of the action of this House, and furnishing them, 
at their discretion, to the public press. 


XXIV. Bishops. admitted to honorary seats in the 
House shall be conducted to the seats assigned to them 
by the Bishops who introduce them, and, except when 
the House is in Executive Session or when meeting as a 
Council of Bishops, shall at all times be entitled to be 
present. At such a call, the Secretary shall ask the guests 
to leave the House. 


XXV. There shall be constituted an Advisory Com- 
mittee of nine Bishops, one to be chosen by the Bishops 
of each Province, with which Committee the Presiding 
Bishop may counsel upon questions arising between the 
meetings of the House of Bishops. 


XXVI. The Committee of the Bishops’ Pastoral shall 
be a Standing Committee of the House, composed of men 
eminently qualified for the task, and empowered to enlist 
additional assistance, with the consent of the Presiding 
Bishop, as may seem wise. The Committee shall make 
a Report at each Session of the House. 


XXVII. Additions and amendments to, or suspension 
or repeal of, these Rules shall require a vote of two-thirds 
of the members present. 


XXVIII. These rules shall be in force in subsequent 
Sessions of this House until otherwise ordered. 


Bishops in Council 


I. It shall be competent for the House of Bishops to 
convene as, or, being convened, to resolve itself into, a 
Council of Bishops, at which only members of the House 
of Bishops and elected officers of the Council shall be 
present. Should neither the Presiding Bishop nor the Vice- 
Chairman of the House act as the Presiding Officer of the 
Council, such officer shall be elected pro tempore. One 
of the members of the Council, chosen for that purpose, 
shall act as Clerk. 
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II. The body known as the Bishops in Council, as an 
assemblage of Catholic Bishops, and considering and act- 
ing upon matters of duty or responsibility resting on them 
as a portion of the universal Episcopate, may be con- 
vened at any time, suitable notice being given by the 
Presiding Bishop or the Vice-Chairman of the House of 
Bishops. Words spoken by anyone in Council shall be 
held by all as strictly confidential, and no proceedings 
shall be made known to others than Bishops, save by 
order of the Council. 


III. The body known as the Bishops in Council, when 
considering matters which are subject to the authority 
of the House of Bishops in its constitutional and canoni- 
cal capacity, shall be guided by the following rules: 


1. Such meetings shall be for mutual counsel and 
consideration only. 


2. In such meetings no Resolutions shall be adopted, 
except to adjourn, to rise, to report to the House of 
Bishops, to recommend to the House of Bishops, to take 
order for the giving out of information, or to commit; 
Provided, that no Committee or Commission of the 
Council shall be clothed with any power beyond the pro- 
motion of considerations, the preparation of reports, or 
the furthering of recommendations, to be submitted by the 
Council to the House of Bishops for action by the latter. 


The Presiding Bishop 


I. All nominations for the election of a Presiding 
Bishop shall be made only in Executive Session. The 
names of the nominees shall be made known to the public 
only after the election. 


II. The Nominating Committee, as provided by Canon 
2, Sec. 1, shall present to the House not less than three 
of its members. 


III. Opportunity for nominations from the floor shall 
be given, but without the calling of the roll. 


IV. The House of Bishops should remain within the 
confines of the church where the election has been held, 
until word has been received of fhe action by the House 
of Deputies. 
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Missionary Bishops 


I. 1. When a vacancy occurs or is about to occur in vonsiceraion 
the Missionary Episcopate, it shall be the duty of the in Missionary 
Presiding Bishop to investigate the situation existing in  FPiscopate 
the District, to consult with those persons in the field and 
at home best fitted to advise as to the conditions in the 
District, and to submit to the members of the House such 


information as he may secure. 


2. Before any vacancy in the Missionary Episcopate is 
to be considered or filled at any Meeting of the House, 
notice to this effect shall be given in the call of: such 
Meeting. The ballot for the election to any such vacancy 
shall not, without unanimous consent. be taken at a 
Special Meeting until at least the first day, nor at a 
Meeting of the General Convention until at least the sec- 
ond day, after nominations have been made to the House. 
In the event of the occurrence of a vacancy in a Mission- 
ary District, or the resignation of a Missionary Bishop, 
between the issuance of the call for a Special Meeting of 
the House of Bishops and the meeting thereof, the House, 
by a two-thirds vote of those present and entitled to vote, 
shall be competent to fill such vacancy, or to act upon 
such resignation. 


i i ission- Election of a 
II. Further proceedings for the election of a Mission hice 


ary Bishop shall be as follows: Bishop 


1. In the case of each vacancy to be filled, a special 
Joint Nominating Committee shall be appointed. The 
Committee shall be composed of three persons from the 
jurisdiction concerned, chosen by its Council of Advice 
or in some other manner as ordered by the Presiding 
Bishop, and three members of this House, appointed by 
the Presiding Bishop. The Joint Nominating Committee 
shall elect its own officers and shall nominate three per- 
sons for the vacancy. Three weeks before the Meeting 
of the House these names shall be sent in confidence to 
each Bishop. 


2. The Presiding Bishop may, at his discretion, make 
nominations for such vacancies. 


3. At the Meeting of the House, the names of the 
persons proposed by the Joint Nominating Committee 


. 
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shall be formally placed in nomination, and opportunity 
shall also be given for nominations from the floor. 


4, The Joint Nominating Committees and the Bishops 
making nominations, and others having knowledge of the 
persons nominated, shall give to the Committee on 
Domestic Missions or the Committee on Overseas Mis- 
sions, as the case may be, full information regarding the 
nominees, and such Committee, having secured further 
information as may be possible, shall report to the House 
in Executive Session such further information concern- 
ing the intellectual, moral, and physical qualifications of 
the persons nominated, with dates of birth, graduation, 
and specific statements as to theological attainment, pro- 
ficiency in languages, and as to any specialty in sacred 
duties to which he may have devoted himself. Questions 
may be asked and other information given by the Bishops. 


5. All nominations for vacant Missionary Districts 
shall be made in Executive Session. The names of the 
nominees shall be made known to the public only after 
the election. 


6. In the case of a declination, or of another vacancy, 
another election can be held from the same names with- 
out further formality than re-nomination; but if new 
names are introduced, the order prescribed above shall 
be repeated. 


7. In the case of the proposed transfer of a Bishop in 
charge of a Missionary District to another District, action 
shall be as in the case of the election of Missionary 
Bishops. 


8. All proceedings in Executive Session shall be held 
strictly confidential. In the case of elections held in 
Executive Session and to be confirmed by the House of 
Deputies or by the Standing Committees of the Church, 
the names of those elected shall not be made known 
until they are published by the House of Deputies, or until 
they are ordered to be sent to the Standing Committees. 


Standing Orders 


I. Whereas, By provisions of Canon 38, Sec. 1 (a), 
(b), and Canon 39, Sec. 2 (d), the Presiding Bishop 
is empowered to take order for the ordination and con- 
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secration of Diocesan and Missionary Bishops, either in 
his own person or by commission issued to three Bishops: 


It is hereby ordered, that, in all cases of Episcopal con- 
secrations, the place for the same shall be designated 
only with the consent of the Ecclesiastical Authority in 
whose Diocese or Jurisdiction such proposed place is; 
that the Bishop-elect shall have the right to designate the 
preacher and the two Bishops by whom he is to be pre- 
sented; and that, in the absence of the Presiding Bishop, 
the Senior Bishop by consecration who is present shall 
preside, unless some other Bishop shall have been desig- 
nated by the Presiding Bishop. 


II. Seniority among the Bishops is according to the 
date of the consecration of each Bishop. 


III. The House of Bishops shall assemble on every 
morning during the period of the General Convention, 
except the Lord’s Day, for business, unless adjournment 
beyond that morning has been ordered by the vote of 
the House. 


IV. Two or more of the Bishops shall be appointed 
at each General Convention to take charge, together with 
the Secretary of the House of Bishops, of the Journal of 
its proceedings, and to see that the whole, or such parts 
of it as the House may direct, be entered in its proper 
place in the Journal of the General Convention. 


V. The Secretary of the House of Bishops shall keep, 
in a suitable book to be provided for this purpose, a 
Record of the members and officers of the House from 
the beginning, and shall record therein the names of the 
Bishops who are or have been members of this House, 
the date and place of their consecration, the names of 
their consecrators, together with the date of the termina- 
tion, by death, resignation, or otherwise, of the member- 
ship of such Bishops as have ceased to have seats in this 
House, all of which facts shall be recorded only upon 
official information, for which it shall be the duty of the 
Secretary to call upon such persons as may be competent 
to furnish the same. The said Book of Record shall be the 
official Register of this House, and the roll of the House 
made up therefrom by the Secretary shall be by him cer- 
tified to its Presiding Officer, who shall at each regular 
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or special session of the House communicate the same 
to the House, as its official roll, as soon as he shall have 
taken the chair. Such roll shall be Sea to change only 
by vote of the House. 


VI. In making up the list of is Bishops who have 
retained their constituted rights to seats in this House, 
the Secretary is instructed to leave the name of any 
Bishop resigned in the place which he occupies in the 
order of his consecration, with the addition of the word 
“Bishop”, which shall be considered as the sufficient 
official title of such resigned Bishop. 


VII. In the event of the loss by any Bishop of his seat 
in the House of Bishops, with the consequent omission 
of his name from the roll, and his return to the House, 
his name shall be entered on the roll at the place corre- 
sponding with the time of such return. 


VIII. At every meeting of the House of Bishops a seat 
for the Chairman of the Committee on Dispatch of Busi- 
ness shall be assigned near the front of the House. 


IX. At every meeting of the House of Bishops seats 
on the platform shall be assigned to such Bishops present 
as have formerly held the office of Presiding Bishop, and 
at every service of the General Convention such Bishops 
as have formerly held the office of Presiding Bishop shall 
be assigned places immediately in front of the Chaplain 
of the Presiding Bishop. 


Standing Resolutions 


I. Resolved, That the Standing Committee on the 
Resignation of Bishops be requested to prepare a Resolu- 
tion taking note of the service of each Bishop whose 
resignation is being accepted, such Resolution to be pre- 
sented to the House of Bishops along with the recom- 
mendation on the resignation. Where a resignation is 
accepted between Meetings of the House, such Resolution 
shall be presented at the next Meeting. 


II. Resolved, That the Presiding Bishop be requested 
to appoint, on each occasion, a Committee of three or 
more Bishops to prepare, on behalf of the House of 
Bishops, and send to the family of each Bishop who dies, 
a Memorial Message, such Committee to represent the 
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House of Bishops at the funeral, where it is practical for 
them to attend. 

Ill. Resolved, That, within six months after the ad- Notification of 
journment of each General Convention, the Secretary of Coreacons 
the House of Bishops shall communicate with the Bishop 
named as Convener of each Commission or Joint Com- 
mission appointed during the preceding General Conven- 
tion, and inquire whether the Commission has convened 
and organized, keeping a record of the replies received. 


JOINT RULES OF THE HOUSE OF BISHOPS 
AND THE HOUSE OF DEPUTIES 


I, JOINT COMMITTEES AND JOINT COMMISSIONS 


Composition 


1(a). By Joint Resolution, the House of Bishops and the House 
of Deputies may authorize or direct the appointment of Joint Com- 
mittees and Joint Commissions, which shall be discharged at the adjourn- 
ment of the next triennial General Convention, unless continued by 
Joint Resolution. 


(b). The membership of Joint Committees shall be limited to 
Bishops having vote in the House of Bishops and members of the 
House of Deputies. Joint Commissions may include any Bishop or 
other Clergyman or any Lay Person who is a Communicant of this 
Church. A Joint Resolution creating a Joint Committee or Joint 
Commission shall set forth the composition thereof. 


(c). The members who are Bishops shall be appointed by the 
Presiding Bishop and the other Clergymen and Lay Persons by the 
President of the House of Deputies. Vacancies shall be filled in similar 
manner. The terms of all members shall expire at the adjournment of 
the triennial General Convention following their appointment. 


(d). The Presiding Bishop, in respect of Bishops, and the Presi- 
dent of the House of Deputies, in respect of Presbyters and Lay Persons, 
may appoint members and staff of the Executive Council, or other 
experts, as consultants to any Committee or Commission, to assist in 
the performance of its functions. Notice of such appointment shall be 
given to the Secretaries of both Houses. 


(e). The Presiding Bishop and the President of the House of 
Deputies shall be members ex officio of every Joint Committee and 
Joint Commission, with the right, but no obligation, to attend meetings, 


. 
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and with seat and vote in the deliberations thereof, and shall receive 
their minutes and an annual report of their activities; Provided, that the 
said presiding officers may appoint personal representatives to attend 
any meeting in their stead, but without vote. 


2. The Secretary of the General Convention, in accordance with 
present practice, shall, not later than the month of January following 
the meeting of the General Convention, notify the members of the 
respective Houses of their appointments upon Joint Committees and 
Joint Commissions and their duty to present Reports to the next Con- 
vention. One year prior to the opening day of the Convention the 
Secretary of the General Convention shall remind the Chairmen and 
Secretaries of all Joint Committees and Joint Commissions of this duty. 


3. Every Joint Committee and Joint Commission shall be convened 
by the Bishop first named, and, when convened, shall elect a Chairman, 
a Vice-Chairman, and a Secretary. The Chairman shall be a Bishop. 
The Vice-Chairman and the Secretary shall be Presbyters or Lay Per- 
sons. In the event that the Committee is not organized as above provided 
within one year from the date of adjournment of the Convention which 
created or continued the Committee or Commission, any three members 
may take such action as may be necessary to organize the Committee. 
After the Committee or Commission shall have been convened and its 
officers chosen, the Chairman or the Vice-Chairman shall be empowered 
to cali a meeting at a time to be fixed by him, and he shall do so upon 
the signed request of three members. 


Function 


4(a). It shall be the privilege of either House to refer to a Joint 
Committee or Joint Commission any matter relating to the subject for 
which it was appointed; but neither House:shall have the power, with- 
out the consent of the other, to instruct the Joint Committee or Joint 
Commission as to any particular line of action. 


(b). It shall be the duty of each Joint Committee and Joint Com- 
mission to give appropriate notice in the Church press of issues before 
it and of the time and place of meetings at which such issues are to be 
considered, together with instructions as to the manner in which mem- 
bers of the Church may address their views to such Joint Committee 
or Joint Commission. 


Reports 


5. No Joint Committee or Joint Commission shall be deemed to 
have performed the duty assigned to it, until it shall have presented 
its final Report. 
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6. When, in the judgment of any Joint Committee or Joint Com- 
mission, it is deemed advisable that.its Report be sent to the members 
of the General Convention prior to its meeting, such Report, together 
with any minority Report, shall be sent, by the first of April prior to the 
said Convention, to the Secretary of the General Convention, who shall 
print and distribute the same, as far as practicable, to all members of 
the said Convention. 


7. The Report of every Joint Committee and Joint Commission 
presented at the General Convention shall 


(a) Set forth the names of its original members, any changes 
in membership, the names of all those who concur in and all 
those who dissent from its recommendations, and shall further 
state, if less than a majority of its entire membership sign the 
Report, their authority for presenting it. 


(b) Include a detailed report of all receipts and expenditures, 
including moneys received from any source whatsoever, during 
the preceding triennium; and, if it recommends that it be con- 
tinued, the estimated requirements for the ensuing triennium. 


8. Every Joint Committee and Joint Commission, as a condition 
precedent to the presentation and reception of any Report in either 
House, in which such Joint Committee or Commission proposes the 
adoption of any Resolution, shall, by vote, authorize a member or 
members of that House, who, if possible, shall be a member of the 
Joint Committee or Commission, with such limitations as the Joint 
Committee or Commission may impose, to accept or reject, on be- 
half of the Joint Committee or Commission, any amendments pro- 
posed in such House to any such Resolution; Provided, however, that 
no such amendment may change the substance of the proposal, but 
shall be primarily for the purpose of correcting errors. The name of the 
member or members of the particular House upon whom such authority 
has been conferred, and the limitations of authority, shall be com- 
municated in writing by the Chairman of such Joint Committee or - 
Commission to the Presiding Officer of such House not later than the 
presentation of such Report in that House. The application of this Rule 
in either House may be suspended, in any particular case, by the 
majority vote of the members of such House. 


9. Every Joint Committee or Joint Commission whose Report 
requests expenditure out of the funds of the General Convention (except 
for the printing of its Report) shall present to the Joint Committee 
on Expenses its written request, on or before the first business day of 
the session, and all Resolutions providing for any such expenditures 


. 
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shall be immediately referred to the Joint Committee on Expenses. No 
proposition involving such expenditures shall be considered unless so 
presented and until after Report of the Joint Committee on Expenses. 


Il. JOINT STANDING COMMITTEE ON EXPENSES 


10(a). There shall be a Joint Standing Committee on Expenses, 
appointed not later than the 15th day of May immediately preceding 
each General Convention, to consist of five Bishops, five Presbyters, 
and five Laymen (at least one Presbyter or Layman from each Prov- 
ince), together with the Secretary and Treasurer of the General Con- 
vention ex officio but without the right to vote. The terms of office of 
all of the members shall continue until their successors are appointed, 
whether or not such members who are Deputies are re-elected as 
Deputies to the next General Convention. 


(b). The Joint Committee on Expenses shall report to the House 
of Deputies not later than the fifth day of each triennial meeting of 
the General Convention the items of a tentative estimated Budget of the 
General Convention for the following triennium, subject to the later 
approval of the Budget as a whole, and subject also to the later increase, 
reduction, or elimination of any items, or the addition of other items, 
by action of either House on consideration of the Report or Resolution 
out of which the asking arises. 


(c). During the interim between triennial meetings of the General 
Convention, the Joint Committee on Expenses shall have power to con- 
sider and, by mail vote or in meeting assembled, to act upon such 
matters as may be referred to it in connection with the Budget of the 
General Convention, and to make such adjustments in, or additions to, 
the said Budget as it shall deem to be necessary or expedient and as 
in its judgment the funds of the General Convention and its anticipated 
income will warrant. 


III. SUB-COMMITTEE ON AUDIT 


11. There shall be, as part of the Joint Committee on Expenses, a 
Sub-Committee on Audit, appointed at each General Convention, to 
direct a periodic audit of the accounts of the Treasurer of the General 
Convention and to serve as an Advisory Committee to co-operate with 
the Treasurer of the General Convention. The Sub-Committee on Audit 
shall present its Report to the House of Deputies at each triennial 
meeting of the General Convention as part of the Report of the Joint 
Committee on Expenses. 
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IV. SUMMARY OF GENERAL CONVENTION ACTION 


12. The Secretary of the House of Deputies, being the Secretary of 
the General Convention, shall, with the co-operation of the Secretary 
of the House of Bishops, and of such Bishops as may be appointed 
by the presiding officer of the House of Bishops, prepare a summary 
of the actions of the General Convention of particular interest to the 
Congregations of the Church, and make the same available to the 
Congregations, through the Ministers-in-charge thereof, and to the Lay 
Deputies; such summary to be sent to the clergy along with the Pastoral 
Letter put forth by the House of Bishops, and to be made available to 
all Deputies on the last day of the Convention, along with such Pastoral 
Letter, if feasible to do so, or within thirty days thereafter. 


VV "RULES-IN. FORCE 


13. At the meetings of the House of Bishops and the House of 
Deputies, the Joint Rules of the previous Convention shall be in force, 
until they be amended or repealed by concurrent action of the two 
Houses upon two-thirds majority vote of the members present, after 
referral to the Committees on Rules of Order of the respective Houses 
and after their Reports thereon. 


. 


C.20 Supplement RULES OF ORDER—-HOUSE OF BISHOPS 


OFFICES OF DEVOTION 
I, 
1. A Lesson from the Holy Scriptures. 


2. The Lord be with you. 
And with thy spirit. 
O Lord, show thy mercy upon us. 
And grant us thy salvation. 
O God, make clean our hearts within us. 
And take not thy Holy Spirit from us. 


3. O God the Father, 
Have mercy upon us. 
O God the Son, 
Have mercy upon us. 
O God the Holy Ghost, 
Have mercy upon us. 
O Holy Trinity, one God, 
Have mercy upon us. 
We beseech thee to hear us, good Lord; and that it may please thee 
to grant peace to the whole world, and to thy Church; 
We beseech thee to hear us, good Lord. 
That it may please thee to sanctify and bless thy holy Church through- 
out the world; 
We beseech thee to hear us, good Lord. 
That it may please thee to inspire all Bishops, Priests, and Deacons 
with love of thee and of thy truth; 
We beseech thee to hear us, good Lord. 
That it may please thee to endue all Ministers of thy Church with 
devotion to thy glory and to the salvation of souls; 
We beseech thee to hear us, good Lord. 
That it may please thee to guide by thy indwelling Spirit those whom 


thou dost call to the Ministry of thy Church; that they may go forward 
with courage, and persevere to the end; 


We beseech thee to hear us, good Lord. 

That it may please thee to increase the number of the Ministers of 
thy Church, that the Gospel may be preached to all people; 

We beseech thee to hear us, good Lord. 
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That it may please thee to hasten the fulfillment of thy purpose, that 
thy Church may be one; : 


We beseech thee to hear us, good Lord. 

That it may please thee to grant that we, with all thy saints, may be 
partakers of thy everlasting kingdom; 

We beseech thee to hear us, good Lord. 


Lord, have mercy upon us. 
Christ, have mercy upon us. 
Lord, have mercy upon us. 


Our Father, who art in heaven, etc. 


Hearken unto our voice, O Lord, when we cry unto thee; 
Have mercy upon us and hear us. 


O Lord, arise, help us; 
And deliver us, for thy Name’s sake. 


Let thy priests be clothed with righteousness; 
And let thy saints sing with joyfulness. 


Lord, hear our prayer; 
.And let our cry come unto thee. 


Let us pray 


O God, who dost ever hallow and protect thy Church; raise up 
therein, through thy Spirit, good and faithful stewards of the mysteries 
of Christ, that by their ministry and example thy people may abide in 
thy favour and be guided in the way of truth; through Jesus Christ our 
Lord, who liveth and reigneth with thee in the unity of the same Spirit 
ever, one God, world without end. Amen. 


4, The grace of our Lord Jesus Christ, etc. 


or this 


— 


A Lesson from the Holy Scriptures. 
. The Creed. 
The Lord be with you. 
And with thy spirit. 
The Lord’s Prayer. 
Collects. 


Wn 


Sole 


. 
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Collect 


O God, who dost teach the hearts of thy faithful people by sending to 
them the light of thy Holy Spirit; Grant us, thy servants, the Bishops 
and Pastors of thy flock, by the same Spirit to have a right judgment in 
all things and evermore to rejoice in his holy comfort; through the 
merits of Christ Jesus our Saviour, who liveth and reigneth with thee, 
in the unity of the same Spirit, one God, world without end. Amen. 


Collect for the First Sunday after the Epiphany 


O Lord, we beseech thee mercifully to receive the prayers of thy 
people who call upon thee; and grant that they may both perceive and 
know what things they ought to do, and also may have grace and power 
faithfully to fulfill the same; through Jesus Christ our Lord. Amen. 


Collect for St. Peter’s Day 


O Almighty God, who by thy Son Jesus Christ didst give to thy 
Apostle Saint Peter many excellent gifts, and commandest him ear- 
nestly to feed thy flock; Make, we beseech thee, all Bishops and Pastors 
diligently to preach thy holy Word, and the people obediently to follow 
the same, that they may receive the crown of everlasting glory; through 
Jesus Christ our Lord. Amen. 


Collect for the Church 


O gracious Father, we humbly beseech thee for thy holy Catholic 
Church; that thou wouldest be pleased to fill it with all truth, in all 
peace. Where it is corrupt, purify it; where it is in error, direct it; where 
in anything it is amiss, reform it. Where it is right establish it; where it 
is in want, provide for it; where it is divided, reunite it; for the sake of 
him who died and rose again, and ever liveth to make intercession for 
us, Jesus Christ, thy Son, our Lord. Amen. 


6. The grace of our Lord Jesus Christ, etc. 
II. 


A Form to be used before balloting for one to be chosen for a 
Missionary Bishopric 


1. Lesson, to be read by a Bishop designated by the Presiding 
Bishop, to wit: Exodus iv. 1-12; Isaiah vi. 1-8; Acts xx. at verse 17; 
or Revelation vii. at verse 9. 


2. Veni, Creator Spiritus, the form provided in the Hymn of the 
Hymnal 1940, or the form in the Office for the Ordering of Priests. 
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3. The Lord be with you. 
And with thy spirit. 
4. Secret prayer, for which there shall silence be kept for a space. 
5. The Lord’s Prayer. 
6. The grace of our Lord Jesus Christ, etc. 


III. 


At the Confirmation of an Election 


The Presiding Bishop shall bid the House to prayer, and after silence 
shall have been kept for a space, he shall say: 
1. The Collect for the Fifth Sunday after the Epiphany. 
The Collect for the Ninth Sunday after Trinity. 
The Collect for the Nineteenth Sunday after Trinity. 
The grace of our Lord Jesus Christ, etc. 


AWN 


IV. Special Prayers 
A Prayer for a Bishop-elect 


O God, great in power, unsearchable in understanding, wondrous in 
counsels toward the children of men; Do thou fill with the gift of the 
Holy Spirit him whom thou hast willed to undertake this Ministry; that 
he may be worthy to stand before thy holy Altar unblamably, to an- 
nounce the Gospel of thy Kingdom, to administer the Word of thy 
truth, to offer gifts and spiritual sacrifices unto thee, and to renew thy 
people in the font of Regeneration; that, at the second coming of thine 
only-begotten Son, he may go forth to meet him, and by the multitude 
of thy mercies receive his reward; through the same Jesus Christ our 
Lord, to whom, with thee and the Holy Ghost, be all honour and glory, 
world without end. Amen. 


A Prayer for a Bishop who has accepted election 


O God, who at this time didst teach the hearts of thy faithful people, 
by sending to them the light of thy Holy Spirit; Grant us by the same 
Spirit to have a right judgment in all things, and evermore to rejoice in 
his holy comfort; through the merits of Christ Jesus our Saviour, who 
liveth and reigneth with thee, in the unity of the same Spirit, one God, 
world without end. Amen. 
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SUPPLEMENT D 
RULES OF ORDER—HOUSE OF DEPUTIES 
AS AMENDED, 1967 


SECTION A—RULES OF ORDER 
I. THE HOLY SCRIPTURES 


1. As an indication of our humble dependence upon the Word 
and Spirit of God, and following the example of Primitive Councils, 
a copy of the Holy Scriptures shall always be reverently placed in 
view at the meetings of this House. This rule is to be carried into 
effect under the supervision of the President and Secretary of the 
House. 


II. OPENING OF THE DAILY SESSIONS 


2. The daily sessions of the House shall be opened with prayer, 
and prayer for Missions shall be had daily at noon. 


3. The President having taken the Chair, the roll of members 
shall be called whenever so ordered, without debate, by a majority 
of those present. 


4. Unless otherwise ordered by majority vote, the Minutes of the 
preceding day’s session shall not be read; but, in lieu thereof, the 
same shall be certified by a Committee on Certification of the Min- 
utes consisting of three Presbyters and three Laymen appointed by 
the President. This Committee shall meet daily, for the purpose of 
reviewing the Minutes, with the Secretary of the House, by arrange- 
ment, prior to the hour of assembly, and said meeting shall be open 
to any member of this House who may desire to attend. 


II. ORDER OF BUSINESS 
5(a). The Daily Order of Business shall be as follows: 
I. Opening Prayer 


II. Report on the Certification of the Minutes, or Reading 
of the Journal 


III. Communications from the President 


IV. 1. Report of Committee on Elections 
2. Report of Committee on Dispatch of Business (The 


. 
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President may also recognize-the Committee on Dis- 
patch of Business for further reports, as required, at 
any time.) 


V. Reports of other Standing Committees, in numerical 
order, as given in Rule 7 


VI. Reports of Special Committees 


VII. Reports of Joint Committees and Joint Commissions in 
the following order: 
1. Joint Committee on Expenses 
2. Other Joint Committees 
3. Joint Commissions 


VIII. Introduction of Resolutions 
IX. Business on the Calendar 


(b). The President may interrupt the Daily Order of Business 
for Messages from the House of Bishops, Noonday Prayers, or 
Special Orders. If the Daily Order is not completed during the day, 
the President may, on the following day, after Items I to IV inclu- 
sive, resume the Order where it was interrupted the previous day. 


6. The Secretary shall keep a Calendar of Business, on which 
shall be placed, in the order of their presentation, the subjects being 
briefly indicated, Orders of the Day, reports of Committees, Resolu- 
tions which lie over, and other matters undisposed of. 


IV. STANDING COMMITTEES 


7. Not later than 60 days in advance of the opening date of the 
Convention, the President shall appoint the following Standing 
Committees, to wit: 


(1) On the State of the Church 

(2) On the General Theological Seminary 
(3) On Missions 

(4) On the Admission of New Dioceses 
(5) On the Consecration of Bishops 

(6) On Amendments to the Constitution 
(7) On Canons 

(8) On Elections 


RULES OF ORDER—HOUSE OF DEPUTIES Supplement D.3 


(9) On the Book of Common Prayer 
(10) On Christian Education — 
(11) On Christian Social Relations 
(12) On Memorials of Deceased Members 
(13) On The Church Pension Fund 
(14) On Certification of the Minutes 


(15) On Rules of Order, of which the President shall be a mem- 
ber ex officio 


(16) On Rural Work 

(17) On Dispatch of Business 

(18) On Evangelism 

(19) On National and International Problems 
(20) On Ecumenical Relations 

(21) On Theological Education 

(22) On Urban and Suburban Work 


8. The President may appoint Study Committees related to work 
of the Executive Council, and such Special Committees as he deems 
desirable or as may be ordered by the House. 


9. The size of all Committees, unless otherwise noted, shall be 
at the discretion of the President; Provided that, when the number 
of members equals or exceeds the number of Provinces, there shall 
normally be at least one member from each Province. 


10. A list of the members of the Standing, Study, and Special 
Committees shall be prepared and distributed to the House as soon 
as may be after appointment. 


11. Such Committees as are so instructed by the President shall 
convene in advance of the opening of Convention to consider 
matters referred to them. 


12. On or before the first legislative day of the Convention, the 
Secretary or the Committee on Dispatch of Business shall arrange 
and publish an initial calendar of public hearings to be held by 
Committees after the opening of the Convention. 


13. The reports of all Committees shall be in writing, and, unless 
recommitted by a vote of the House, shall be received of course and 


. 
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without motion for acceptance. All reports recommending or re- 
quiring any action or expression of opinion by the House shall be 
accompanied by Resolutions for the action of the House thereon. 
Printed Reports which contain no Resolutions-and have been de- 
livered to the members of the House in advance, shall be presented 
by title, except that the spokesman for the Report, upon request, 
shall be allowed five minutes for summarizing the same. 


14. The Committees on Amendments to the Constitution and on 
Canons shall make certain that any Resolution referred to them 
that involves any amendment to the Constitution or Canons is in 
proper constitutional or canonical form and includes all amend- 
ments necessary to effect the proposed change. However, whenever 
two or more Resolutions dealing with the same matter are referred to 
either of the said Committees, it shall make recommendations as to 
substance in its reports to the House. In all other cases, the Commit- 
tees may, but shall not be required to, concern themselves with and 
report on the substance of the matter referred to them. 


15. Any Committee of this House considering nominations for 


Members of the Executive Council, 
Trustees of The Church Pension Fund, or 
Trustees of the General Theological Seminary, 


to be presented to this House, shall, before acting thereon, set a time 
and place for an open hearing to receive suggestions for such nomi- 
nations. Such hearings shall be publicly announced to this House, 
and shall be held not later than the legislative day before such Com- 
mittee shall present its report thereon to the House. 


16. Reports of the Committee on Memorials of Deceased Mem- 
ers shall embody simply the name, Diocese or Missionary District, 
dates of birth and death, and time of service in the General Conven- 
tion, of deceased members of the current or any preceding General 
Convention, of whom memorials shall not have theretofore been 
made; and, after suitable devotions, such reports shall be received 
by the House standing. 


V. JOINT COMMITTEES AND JOINT COMMISSIONS 


17(a). No Report of a Joint Committee or a Joint Commission, 
containing Resolutions, that has been printed and distributed to the 
members of this House at least three weeks before the meeting of 
the Convention, shall be read at length to the House, but the Chair- 
man or a member of that Committee or Commission may make an 
oral summary. 
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(b). If there be a minority report of such Joint Committee or 
Joint Commission, a member of such minority shall be afforded an 
opportunity to make an oral summary on the floor of the House. 


18(a). Every Report of a Joint Committee or Joint Commission 
shall be referred to the appropriate Standing Committee of this 
House, if there be one; but, if not, to a Special Committee of this 
House. The House may at any time refer any Report or Resolution 
to the Committee on Amendments to the Constitution to draft a 
constitutional amendment or to the Committee on Canons to draft a 
canon or amendment to the canons which will carry into effect, if 
enacted, the Report or Resolution so referred. 


(b). The appropriate Committee of the House to which such 
Report has been referred shall afford an opportunity for the Chair- 
man or other member of such Joint Committee or Joint Commission 
(and if there be a minority Report, a member of that minority) to 
appear before such Committee prior to its reporting to the floor of 
the House. 


19. Before being considered, all propositions involving appro- 
priation of funds for expenses, except propositions to print, shall be 
referred to the Joint Committee on Expenses. 


20. The Committee on Dispatch of Business, when in its opinion 
it is advisable, may provide that no Report of a Joint Committee or 
Joint Commission, or of any Committee of this House to which any 
part of such Report has been referred, be made the order of busi- 
ness, until the reports of all Committees to which any part of such 
Report has been referred be ready to report thereon. 


VI. PETITIONS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS 


21(a). All Petitions, Memorials, and Resolutions from Dioceses, 
Missionary Districts, Provinces, and Joint Committees and Joint 
Commissions should, and Resolutions from Deputies may, be sent 
in duplicate to the Secretary of the Convention at least 90 days in 
advance of the opening date of the Convention; and the President 
shall refer these matters, by mail, to the proper Standing Commit- 
tees, or any Special Committees, at least 60 days in advance of the 
opening date of the Convention. 


(b). Every other Petition, Memorial, and Resolution must be 
reduced to writing, in duplicate, and shall bear a brief descriptive 
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title and the name and Diocese or Missionary District of the Deputy 
presenting the same, who shall first be recognized by the President. 
The contents of such Petition, Memorial, or Resolution shall be 
stated concisely by the Deputy presenting it, unless by majority vote 
it be ordered to be read. It shall be referred to the appropriate 
Standing Committee; or if, in the opinion of the President, there be 
no appropriate Standing Committee, then to a Special Committee; 
or, in the discretion of the President, it shall be placed on the 
Calendar. Upon a vote of two-thirds of the members present, the 
House may consider immediately such Petition, Memorial, or 
Resolution. ; 


(c). Procedural Resolutions offered for the immediate action of 
the House shall be considered at once, unless objection be made 
or reference be requested, in which event the provisions of Rule 
21(b) shall apply. 


22. Except by a vote of two-thirds of the members present, no 
new business requiring concurrent action shall be introduced in this 
House after the third legislative day of its session. 


23. Notwithstanding any other Rule to the contrary, no Resolu- 
tion involving an amendment to the Constitution or to the Canons 
may be considered for final action by the House until after the same 
has been referred to, and the House has received, the report of the 
appropriate Committee on Amendments to the Constitution or 
Committee on Canons; Provided, however, that the substance of 
any such Resolution may be considered by the House, sitting as a 
Committee of the Whole, prior to referral to or report of such 
appropriate Committee. 


24. The President, or the House by majority vote, may at any 
time refer any Resolution to a Special Committee on Drafting, ap- 
pointed or to be appointed by the President, for the purpose of 
putting in proper language the substance of the matter so referred. 
Any Deputy desiring to introduce a Resolution and any Standing 
or Special Committee to which a Resolution has been referred may 
request the assistance of such Special Committee on Drafting for 
assistance in the proper drafting or re-drafting of the substance of 
any matter. 


25. Any Resolution not reported to the House by the third legis- 
lative day after its being referred to a Committee may be recalled by 
a two-thirds vote of the members present and thereupon shall be 
placed upon the Calendar, unless the motion to recall include a pro- 
vision that the question be taken up for consideration immediately 
upon recall. 
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26. 


VU. MOTIONS IN ORDER OF PRECEDENCE 


The following motions shall have priority in the order listed. 


The mover 


cannot interrupt a member who has the floor, 
must be recognized, and 
the motion must be seconded. 


They are subject to the following further rules: 


(a) 


(b) 


(c) 


(d) 


To Adjourn or To Recess 

(1) Not debatable, if unqualified 

(2) Not amendable 

(3) Cannot be laid on table 

(4) May be renewed after progress 

(5) Majority vote 

(6) The motion to adjourn shall always be in order, except 
that it shall not be offered when another member has 
the floor 


To Adjourn to Time Certain 

(1) Debatable, as to the time, for two minutes to each 
speaker 

(2) Amendable as to the time 

(3) Cannot be laid on table 

(4) May be renewed after progress 

(5) Majority vote 


To Lay on Table or To Table 

(1) Not debatable 

(2) Not amendable 

(3) Cannot be laid on table 

(4) May be renewed after progress 
(5) Majority vote 


To Vote Immediately or at Time Certain, or to Extend 

Debate 

(1) Not debatable 

(2) Amendable, as to time, if a time specified 

(3) Cannot be laid on table 

(4) May be renewed after progress 

(5) Two-thirds majority vote 

(6) When applied to a Substitute, covers main Question 
also, unless otherwise specified 

(7) At time fixed for vote to be taken, no motion shall be 
in order except to adjourn 


. 
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(e) To Postpone to a Time Certain 


(1) Debatable for two minutes to each speaker 

(2) Amendable as to time 

(3) May be laid on table 

(4) May be renewed after progress 

(5) Majority vote 

(6) When applied to a Substitute, covers main Question 
also, unless otherwise specified 


({) To Commit or Recommit to any Committee 


(1) Debatable, except as to a Standing Committee 

(2) Amendable as to the Committee to which to be sent 
(3) May be laid on table 

(4) May be renewed after progress 

(5) Majority vote 


(g) To Amend or To Substitute 


(1) Amendments and Substitutes are debatable only when 
main Question is debatable 

(2) One Amendment may be made to each independent or 
separable portion of a Resolution; and the right to 
amend extends only to one Amendment of that Amend- 
ment and to a Substitute and one Amendment thereto 

(3) A Substitute and its Amendment may be laid on table, 
but cannot be otherwise voted on until original matter 
is perfected 

(4) May not be renewed 

(5) Majority vote 

(6) Amendments and Substitutes must be germane 

(7) Amendments and Substitutes may be withdrawn by 
maker, with consent of his seconder, before decision is 
had thereon 

(8) If Amendment or Substitute is laid on table the effect 
is the same as if it had not been offered 

(9) Neither the Substitute nor its Amendment shall be 
voted on (except to lay on the table) until the original 
matter is perfected, and when the Original Question 
and Substitute are both perfected, the vote comes first 
on the adoption of the Substitute, or the Substitute as 
amended 

(10) When a Substitute is pending the motion to postpone 

indefinitely shall not be in order; but, unless otherwise 
therein provided, the motions (1) to postpone to a 


RULES OF ORDER—HOUSE OF DEPUTIES Supplement D.9 


certain time, (2) to commit or to recommit, (3) to take 
a vote immediately or at a certain time, or (4) to ex- 
tend limits of debate, shall cover both the Substitute 
and the main Question 

(11) No action on an Amendment or Substitute changes the 
status of the original Question. The original Resolution, 
as so amended, then remains the Question before the 
House 


(h) To Postpone Indefinitely 


(1) Debatable, including main Question 
(2) Not amendable 

(3) May be laid on table 

(4) May not be renewed 

(5) Majority vote 


VIII. MOTIONS WITHOUT ORDER OF PRECEDENCE 


27. The following motions have no order of priority, but are sub- 
ject to the following rules: 


(a) Appeal from Decision of Chair 

(1) Must be made immediately after decision. Mover need 
not be recognized, but requires a second 

(2) Debatable for two minutes by each speaker, each 
speaking once 

(3) Not amendable 

(4) May be laid on table 

(5) Majority vote. A tie vote sustains Chair 

(6) Cannot be renewed 


(b) To Take from Table 
(1) Mover must be recognized and requires a second 
(2) Not debatable 
(3) Not amendable 
(4) Cannot be laid on table 
(5) Majority vote 
(6) May be renewed after progress 


(c) To Recall from Committee 


(1) Mover must be recognized 

(2) Debatable 

(3) Amendable as to whether to be considered or placed 
on calendar 
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(d) 


(e) 


(f) 


(g) 


(4) May be laid on table 
(5) Two-thirds majority vote 
(6) May be renewed after progress 


To Create Special Order of Day for a Particular Time 


(1) Mover must be recognized and requires a second 
(2) Debatable 

(3) Amendable as to time 

(4) Cannot be laid on the table 

(5) Two-thirds majority vote 

(6) May be renewed after progress 


Call for Order of the Day 


(1) Mover may interrupt a member who has the floor and 
is not required to be recognized or to have a second 

(2) Not debatable 

(3) Not amendable 

(4) Cannot be laid on the table 

(5) No vote required, but two-thirds majority vote is nec- 
essary to suspend general or special order 

(6) May be renewed after progress 


To Suspend the Rules or Take Up Business Out of Order 
(1) Mover must be recognized and requires a second 
(2) Debatable; two minutes to each speaker 

(3) Not amendable 

(4) Cannot be laid on the table 

(5) Two-thirds majority vote 

(6) Cannot be reconsidered or renewed 


To Divide the Question 


(1) May be made without being recognized and even 
though another member has the floor. When the voting 
is by Dioceses and Orders, the request for division must 
be made by the entire Clerical or Lay representation 
from any Diocese 

(2) Not debatable 

(3) Can be amended 

) Cannot be laid on the table 

) Majority vote, if vote required 
(6) Can be reconsidered 

) If the Question under debate contains several distinct 
propositions, which are independent of each other, at 
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the request of any member the same shall be divided 
and a separate vote shall be taken, but the motion to 
strike out and to insert shall be indivisible 

(8) If the propositions relate to the same subject, and yet 
each part can stand alone, they may be divided only 
on a regular motion and vote 


(h) Objection to Consideration 


(1) If objection made before debate is begun, the mover 
may interrupt a member who has the floor and is not 
required to be recognized or to have a second 

(2) Not debatable 

(3) Not amendable 

(4) Cannot be laid on the table, but yields to all privileged 
motions 

(5) Two-thirds majority vote 

(6) Negative, but not affirmative, vote may be reconsidered 


IX. RECONSIDERATION 


28. Neither a Question once determined, nor any Question of 
like import, shall be drawn again into debate or presented for action 
again during the same Convention, except upon the adoption of a 
motion to reconsider the action previously taken on such Question. 


29. All motions to reconsider shall be made and seconded on 
the day the vote is taken on the matter sought to be reconsidered or 
on the next succeeding day on which the House shall be in session. 


30. The effect of a motion to reconsider, if carried, is to restore 
the matter reconsidered to its status immediately prior to the original 
vote upon it. 


31(a). In all questions decided numerically, the motion to re- 
consider must be made by one Deputy, and seconded by another, 
who voted in the majority; or, in case of equal division, by those 
who voted in the negative. In case of a vote by Orders, where there 
is a concurrence of both Orders, the motion shall be made by a 
majority of a Deputation from any Diocese of either Order voting in 
the majority; and, in case of a non-concurrence of Orders, the mo- 
tion shall come from a majority of a Deputation of that Order from 
a Diocese which gave the majority in the negative. In either case, 
a motion to reconsider may be seconded by a majority of any Depu- 
tation of either side, without regard to its previous vote. 


ta 
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(b). Motions to reconsider are subject to the following further 
rules: 

(1) Mover must be recognized and requires a second 

(2) Debatable when motion to be reconsidéred is debatable 

(3) Not amendable 

(4) May be tabled | 

(5) Two-thirds majority vote 

(6) Cannot be reconsidered 

(7) No Question can be twice reconsidered unless it was mate- 

rially amended after its first reconsideration 


X. DECORUM AND DEBATE 


32. When the President shall be in the Chair, no member shall 
address the House or make any motion, until after recognition by 
the President; except to make a parliamentary inquiry, a point of 
order, or a motion not requiring recognition. 


33. No member shall address the President while any other mem- 
ber has the floor; except to present a parliamentary inquiry, a point 
of order, or a question of privilege touching the character of the 
House or of one or more of its members. 


34. When any member is about to speak or to deliver any matter 
to the House, he shall, with due respect, address himself to the 
President, state his name and his Diocese or Missionary District, and 
confine himself strictly to the point of debate. 


35. While the President is putting any Question, the members 
shall continue in their seats, and shall not hold any private discourse. 


36. When the House is about to rise, every member shall keep 
his seat until the President leaves the Chair. Before putting to a vote 
a motion to adjourn the President may make any communication to 
the House, or may cause any notice to be read by the Secretary. 


37. Except by leave of the House, no member shall speak more 
than twice in the same debate, nor longer than five minutes at one 
time. 


38. No applause shall be permitted during any session of the 
House or of the Committee of the Whole. 


39. All questions of order shall be decided by the President, 
without debate, but any member may appeal from such decision, as 
provided in Rule 27 (a). On such appeal the vote shall be upon the 
Question, “Shall the decision of the Chair be sustained?” 
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XI. VOTING 


40(a). Unless excused by the House, every member who shall 
be in the House when any Question is put must vote on a division. 


(b). Any member absent from the House when a vote is taken, 
but coming in before the final announcement of the vote on any 
Question, may vote thereon, if then permitted by the President, but 
not otherwise. 


41. The vote upon any Question shall be taken by Dioceses and 
Orders whenever required by the Constitution or by Canon, or 
whenever required by the entire Clerical or Lay Representation 
from any Diocese, before the voting begins. Whenever a vote shall 
be taken by Dioceses and Orders (except in the case of elections), 
the vote of each Order in each Diocese shall be stated by one mem- 
ber in each Order as “Aye” or “No” or “Divided”. If desired by 
the entire Deputation from any Diocese that the Deputation be 
polled, the vote of the individual Deputies representing that Diocese 
shall be stated and recorded. Such record shall be made, also, in 
respect of the individual members of every Deputation, if so ordered, 
without, debate, by a majority of the House. In lieu of a roll call, a 
vote by Dioceses and Orders may be taken by such electronic or 
mechanical means as may be provided, or by written ballots of each 
Order, each such ballot to be signed by the Chairman, or, in his 
absence, by another member of the Deputation in the Order for 
which the ballot is cast; and, if the vote of a Deputation be divided, 
it may indicate the individual names of the Deputies and their votes 
on the Question. 


42. Whenever a vote shall be taken by Orders (except in the 
case of elections), the Secretary of the House of Deputies shall 
audibly announce the vote in each Order in each Diocese before 
announcing the result to the House, unless the vote be taken by 
electronic or mechanical means which displays such vote to the 
entire House; and the vote in each Order in each Diocese so an- 
nounced shall be corrected before, but not after, the final announce- 
ment of the vote of the House. 


43. Unless otherwise expressly provided, any Rule requiring a 
two-thirds majority shall be construed to mean the affirmative vote 
of two-thirds of the members of the House present and voting. 


44. The election of President, Vice-President, or Secretary of the 
House, or of Treasurer of the General Convention, shall be by indi- 
vidual secret ballot; though, by unanimous consent and direction of 
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the House, a single ballot may be cast by an officer of the House in 
its behalf. 


XII. MESSAGES FROM THE HOUSE: OF BISHOPS 


45. Messages from the House of Bishops shall be handed by the 
Secretary of this House to the President, to be laid before the House 
as early as may be convenient. All such Messages communicating 
any legislative action on the part of the House of Bishops shall be 
referred, without debate, to the proper Committee, unless, without 
debate, the House shall decide to consider such Message without 
such reference. The report of the Committee upon any Message so 
referred shall be entitled to consideration as of the date and priority 
of the original receipt of such Message. The question of its imme- 
diate consideration, to be decided by two-thirds vote of the members 
present, shall be submitted to the House as soon as the report is 
presented. 


46. When, either without reference or after reference and report, 
the consideration of such Message shall have begun, it shall con- 
tinue to be the Order of the Day until final action thereon, and shall 
not be subject to any motion to postpone or to lay on the table. 
However, consideration of such Message shall be subject to a motion 
for the appointment of a Committee of Conference, as hereinafter 
provided in this Article XII. 


47. The final action of the House upon any such Message shall 
be by vote upon the Question, “Shall this House concur in the 
action of the House of Bishops as communicated by their Message 
No. ____?” If amendments have been adopted, then shall be 
added the further words, “as amended”. Upon the submission of 
such Question, all votes in the affirmative shall be counted in favor 
of such concurrence. 


48. If, during the consideration by this House of any action 
taken by the House of Bishops, a motion is made stating the posi- 
tion of this House and requesting a Committee. of Conference, such 
motion shall have precedence and be put to vote without debate, 
and, if passed by a majority of the members of this House then 
present, a Committee of Conference shall be appointed. A Commit- 
tee of Conference also shall be in order, with or without motion, 
(1) in cases where the House of Bishops has concurred, with 
amendments, in action taken by this House, or (2) in cases where 
this House has concurred, with amendments, in action taken by the 
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House of Bishops. When a Committee of Conference has been 
ordered, final action upon the matter under consideration shall be 
deferred until the Committee of Conference shall have reported to 
this House; Provided, that such report shall be made not later than 
the next business day, or within one hour after the convening of the 
last session of this House in Convention Assembled, whichever 
event shall first occur. 


49. The report of the Committee of Conference shall be subject 
to debate and to amendment in the House. Action of the House shall 
be by vote upon the question, “Shall the House adopt as its action 
the report of the Committee of Conference?”, or, if amended, 
“... the report of the Committee of Conference, as amended?” 


50. In the event that the House of Bishops shall have taken final 
action on the report of the Committee of Conference prior to its 
consideration by this House, the Message from the House of Bishops 
conveying the result of its action shall be considered by this House 
in all respects as an original Message from the House of Bishops. 


51. The Chairman of any Standing or Special Committee shall 
have full authority, either alone or with members of the Committee, 
to confer with the Chairman of any Committee of the House of 
Bishops having duties and responsibilities the same as, or similar to, 
those of the Committee of the House of Deputies of which he is 
chairman. 


XIII. COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE 


52. Whenever so ordered by a vote of a majority of the members 
present, the House may go into Committee of the Whole for the 
consideration of any matter. 


53. The President shall designate some member of the House to 
act as Chairman of the Committee of the Whole, which, when in 
session, shall be governed by these Rules, as adapted by the Chair- 
man, subject to appeal to the Committee, and also to the following 
provisions: 


(a) A motion to rise and to report to the House, with or 
without request for leave to sit again, may be made at any 
time, shall take precedence of all other motions, and shall be 
decided without debate by majority vote. No such motion shall 
be renewed until after further proceedings shall have been had 
in the Committee of the Whole. 
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(b) A motion that a vote upon any pending proposition 
be taken immediately or at some designated time may be 
made and be disposed of by. majority vote, without debate, at 
any time; but, as before provided, a motion to rise and report 
to the House shall take precedence. 

(c) No motion to lay on the table shall be entertained. 

(d) The Committee of the Whole cannot alter the text of a 
Resolution referred to it, but may adopt and report amend- 
ments for action by the House. 


54. No debate shall be allowed in the House on any motion to 
permit the Committee of the Whole to sit again regarding the same 
subject matter. Requests for such permission shall take precedence 
of all other business, and the motion thereof shall be put to vote 
immediately, without reference. 


XIV. ELECTION OF A BISHOP 


55. When considering the election of a Bishop, the approval of 
his testimonials, or assent to his consecration, and when acting upon 
the election of the Presiding Bishop, the House shall sit in Executive 
Session, which shall be held as soon as practicable after the receipt 
of official notification from the House of Bishops of such-elections. 


56. The election of the Presiding Bishop shall be by individual 
secret ballot, unless otherwise ordered by vote of the House, or 
unless a vote by Orders be required by the entire Clerical or Lay 
Representation from any Diocese before the balloting begins. 


57. Confidential notifications from the House of Bishops of the 
election by them of a Presiding Bishop or of any other Bishop shall 
be referred immediately, without reading, to the Committee on the 
Consecration of Bishops, which shall make report thereon to such 
Executive Session of the House. 


XV. GENERAL REGULATIONS 


58. Unless he have leave from the President or be unable to 
attend, no member shall absent himself from the service of the 
House. 


59. Seats upon the platform shall be occupied by officers of the 
House of Deputies, designated members of the Committee on Dis- 
patch of Business, and such other persons as may be invited by the 
President or authorized by vote of the House. 
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60(a). No one shall be admitted to the floor except members 
and officers of this House. 


(b). Alternate Deputies and former members of the House; the 
Presidents of Church Colleges and Deans of Church Seminaries; the 
President, Vice-Presidents, Secretary, Treasurer, and elected Mem- 
bers of the Executive Council; and: the Directors and Associate 
Directors of the Departments and General Divisions of the Execu- 
tive Council may be seated in a section reserved for Special Guests, 
except during Executive Sessions. 


(c). An Alternate Deputy may not sit or vote with his Deputa- 
tion, unless and until certified by the Committee on Elections as a 
substitute for a Deputy. 


(d). The President of this House may further grant to any desig- 
nated representative of any of the Departments and General Divi- 
sions of the Executive Council the privilege of speaking, on the same 
footing as a member of the House, on any matter pertaining to the 
work of his Department or General Division which is under discus- 
sion by the House. 


61. When not occupying the Chair as presiding officer, the Presi- 
dent and Vice-President, if duly elected Deputies, may sit with their 
Deputations and vote, both individually and in votes by Orders; 
Provided, however, that in an individual vote the presiding officer, 
whether or not an elected Deputy, may vote only in case his vote is 
necessary to break a tie. 


62(a). The President may relinquish the Chair to the Vice- 
President, the Secretary, or any member, for any session or portion 
thereof, and may resume the Chair at any time, except during prog- 
ress of debate. Likewise, the Vice-President, while presiding, shall 
have the same right to relinquish and resume the Chair. 


(b). In the event of the absence of the President at the opening 
of any session, the Vice-President shall assume the Chair; and, if 
both be absent, the Secretary shall assume the Chair and ‘conduct 
the election of a Chairman pro tem, who shall relinquish the Chair 
upon the return of the President or the Vice-President. 


63. The President may appoint a Chaplain from among the 
Deputies. He may delegate to the Chaplain Openings Prayers or 
other devotions or may call upon him for special prayers at any 
time he deems appropriate. 
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64. The President may invite a distinguished visitor to speak for 
not more than ten minutes, or may extend the privileges of the floor 
to a representative of a Church agency, although not a Deputy, to 
speak for not more than five minutes to a report of that agency. 


65. Except with the assent of three-fourths of the members pres- 
ent, the House shall not accept any invitation, or participate in any 
exercises, which shall involve suspension, interruption, or abridg- 
ment of its regularly appointed session. 


66. Except when otherwise ordered by majority vote of the 
House, no books, pamphlets, or other printed matter shall be dis- 
tributed in the House, or be placed on the seats or desks of the 
Deputies, without the express permission of the President; but this 
prohibition shall not apply to reports of Committees, or to any 
papers or other documents presented to and accepted by the House 
or printed by its authority. 


67. No smoking shall be permitted in the House Chamber. 


XVI. UNANIMOUS CONSENT 


68. By unanimous consent, any action may be taken that is not 
in contravention of any provision of the Constitution or the Canons. 


XVII. RULES IN FORCE 


69. At the meetings of the House of Deputies, the Rules and 
Orders of the previous meeting shall be in force until they are 
amended or repealed by the House. 


XVII. AMENDMENTS 


70. These Rules may be amended at any time by a two-thirds 
majority vote of the members present, but only after the proposed 
amendment has been introduced in the House, has been referred to 
the Committee on Rules, and the report of such Committee has been 
made to the House. The proposed amendment shall be subject to 
debate and amendment before a vote is taken. 


XIX. ROBERT’S RULES OF ORDER 


71. Except when in conflict with the Constitution or Canons, or 
any Rule herein contained, the latest edition of Robert’s Rules of 
Order shall govern the interpretation of these Rules and the proce- 
dure to be followed. 
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SECTION B—STANDING ORDERS 


I. Prior to the meeting of each General Convention, the Secretary 
of the House of Deputies, in consultation with the local Committee 
on Arrangements, shall determine, by lot, the seats to be occupied 
by the Deputation from each Diocese and Missionary District. Mis- 
sionary Districts shall be taken alphabetically in groups of four, 
and, in the allotment, each group shall be treated as one Diocese. 


II. The names of Deputies who have not registered in the manner 
designated by the Secretary or who have not later signified their 
presence to the Secretary, shall be noted as absent in the List of 
Members, as printed in the Journal. 


III. Proper notice-boards shall be provided by the local Commit- 
tee on Arrangements in a prominent place in the Chamber of the 
House of Deputies or in the lobby, upon which the Secretary shall 
cause to be posted notices of all the meetings of Committees and 
Commissions of the House. 


IV. At all times when the House is in session, the National and 
Church flags shall be flown on the platform. 


V. There shall be a Sergeant-at-Arms, and such assistants as 
may be required, appointed by the President from the membership 
of the House. Their duties, under the direction of the President or 
presiding officer, shall be 


(a) To maintain order and decorum in the House. 


(b) To exclude from the floor of the House those not en- 
titled to seats thereon. 


(c) To exclude non-members and visitors when the House 
is in Executive Session. 


(d) To maintain contact with the local Committee on 
Arrangements with regard to fire- and police-protection and 
first-aid facilities, and to be prepared to act in any emergencies 
requiring assistance from these sources. 


(e) To escort distinguished visitors, and to perform such 
other ceremonial duties as may be assigned by the President 
or presiding officer. 


. 
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SECTION C—JOINT RULES OF THE HOUSE OF BISHOPS 
AND THE HOUSE OF DEPUTIES 


I. JOINT COMMITTEES AND JOINT COMMISSIONS 
Composition 


1(a). By Joint Resolution the House of Bishops and the House 
of Deputies may authorize or direct the appointment of Joint Com- 
mittees and Joint Commissions, which shall be discharged at the 
adjournment of the next triennial General Convention, unless con- 
tinued by Joint Resolution. 


(b). The membership of Joint Committees shall be limited to 
Bishops having vote in the House of Bishops and members of the 
House of Deputies. Joint Commissions may include any Bishop or 
other Clergymen or any Lay Person who is a Communicant of this 
Church. A Joint Resolution creating a Joint Committee or Joint 
Commission shall set forth the composition thereof. 


(c). The members who are Bishops shall be appointed by the 
Presiding Bishop and the other Clergymen and Lay Persons by the 
President of the House of Deputies. Vacancies shall be filled in 
similar manner. The terms of all members shall expire at the ad- 
journment of the triennial General Convention following their 
appointment. 


(d). The Presiding Bishop, in respect of Bishops, and the Presi- 
dent of the House of Deputies, in respect of Presbyters and Lay 
Persons, may appoint members and staff of the Executive Council, 
or other experts, as consultants to any Committee or Commission, 
to assist in the performance of its functions. Notice of such appoint- 
ment shall be given to the Secretaries of both Houses. 


(e). The Presiding Bishop and the President of the House of 
Deputies shall be members ex officio of every Joint Committee and 
Joint Commission, with the right, but no obligation, to attend meet- 
ings, and with seat and vote in the deliberations thereof, and shall 
receive their minutes and an annual report of their activities; Pro- 
vided, that the said presiding officers may appoint personal repre- 
sentatives to attend any meeting in their stead, but without vote. 


2. The Secretary of the General Convention, in accordance with 
present practice, shall, not later than the month of January follow- 
ing the meeting of the General Convention, notify the members of 
the respective Houses of their appointments upon Joint Committees 
and Joint Commissions and their duty to present Reports to the next 
Convention. One year prior to the opening day of the Convention 
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the Secretary of the General Convention shall remind the Chairmen 
and Secretaries of all Joint Committees and Joint Commissions of 
this duty. 


3. Every Joint Committee and Joint Commission shall be con- 
vened by the Bishop first named, and, when convened, shall elect 
a Chairman, a Vice-Chairman, and a Secretary. The Chairman shall 
be a Bishop. The Vice-Chairman and the Secretary shall be Pres- 
byters or Lay Persons. In the event that the Committee is not 
organized as above provided within one year from the date of ad- 
journment of the Convention which created or continued the Com- 
mittee or Commission, any three members may take such action as 
may be necessary to organize the Committee. After the Committee 
or Commission shall have been convened and its officers chosen, 
the Chairman or the Vice-Chairman shall be empowered to call a 
meeting at a time to be fixed by him, and he shall do so upon the 
signed request of three members. 


Function 


4(a). It shall be the privilege of either House to refer to a Joint 
Committee or Joint Commission any matter relating to the subject 
for which it was appointed; but neither House shall have the power, 
without the consent of the other, to instruct the Joint Committee or 
Joint Commission as to any particular line of action. 


(b). It shall be the duty of each Joint Committee and Joint Com- 
mission to give appropriate notice in the Church press of issues be- 
fore it and of the time and place of meetings at which such issues are 
to be considered, together with instructions as to the manner in 
which members of the Church may address their views to such Joint 
Committee or Joint Commission, 


Reports 


5. No Joint Committee or Joint Commission shall be deemed to 
have performed the duty assigned to it, until it shall have presented 
its final Report. 


6. When, in the judgment of any Joint Committee or Joint Com- 
mission, it is deemed advisable that its Report be sent to the 
members of the General Convention prior to its meeting, such Re- 
port, together with any minority Report, shall be sent, by the first 
of April prior to the said Convention, to the Secretary of the General 
Convention, who shall print and distribute the same, as far as prac- 
ticable, to all members of the said Convention. 


7. The Report of every Joint Committee and Joint Commission 
presented at the General Convention shall 
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(a) Set forth the names of its original members, any 
changes in membership, the names of all those who concur in 
and all those who dissent from its recommendations, and shall 
further state, if less than a majority of its entire membership 
sign the Report, their authority for presenting it. 


(b) Include a detailed report of all receipts and expendi- 
tures, including moneys received from any source whatsoever, 
during the preceding triennium; and, if it recommends that it 
be continued, the estimated requirements for the ensuing 
triennium. 

8. Every Joint Committee and Joint Commission, as a condi- 
tion precedent to the presentation and reception of any Report in 
either House, in which such Joint Committee or Commission pro- 
poses the adoption of any Resolution, shall, by vote, authorize a 
member or members of that House, who, if possible, shall be a 
member of the Joint Committee or Commission, with such limita- 
tions as the Joint Committee or Commission may impose, to accept 
or reject, on behalf of the Joint Committee or Commission, any 
amendments proposed in such House to any such Resolution; 
Provided, however, that no such amendment may change the sub- 
stance of the proposal, but shall be primarily for the purpose of 
correcting errors. The name of the member or members of the par- 
ticular House upon whom such authority has been conferred, and 
the limitations of authority, shall be communicated in writing by the 
Chairman of such Joint Committee or Commission to the Presiding 
Officer of such House not later than the presentation of such Report 
in that House. The application of this Rule in cither House may be 
suspended, in any particular case, by the majority vote of the mem- 
bers of such House. 


9. Every Joint Committee or Joint Commission whose Report 
requests expenditure out of the funds of the General Convention 
(except for the printing of the Report) shall present to the Joint 
Committee on Expenses its written request, on or before the first 
business day of the session, and all Resolutions providing for any 
such expenditures shall be immediately referred to the Joint Com- 
mittee on Expenses. No proposition involving such expenditures 
shall be considered unless so presented and until after report of the 
Joint Committee on Expenses. 


II. JOINT STANDING COMMITTEE ON EXPENSES 


10(a). There shall be a Joint Standing Committee on Expenses, 
appointed not later than the 15th day of May immediately pre- 
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ceding each General Convention, to consist of five Bishops, five 
Presbyters, and five Laymen (at least one Presbyter or Layman 
from each Province), together with the Secretary and Treasurer of 
the General Convention ex officio but without the right to vote. The 
terms of office of all of the members shall continue until their suc- 
cessors are appointed, whether or not such members who are 
Deputies are re-elected as Deputies to the next General Convention. 


(b). The Joint Committee on Expenses shall report to the House 
of Deputies not later than the fifth day of each triennial meeting of 
the General Convention the items of a tentative estimated Budget 
of the General Convention for the following triennium, subject to 
the later approval of the Budget as a whole, and subject also to the 
later increase, reduction, or elimination of any items, or the addition 
of other items, by action of either House on consideration of the 
Report or Resolution out of which the asking arises. 


(c). During the interim between triennial meetings of the Gen- 
eral Convention, the Joint Committee on Expenses shall have power 
to consider and, by mail vote or in meeting assembled, to act upon 
such matters as may be referred to it in connection with the Budget 
of the General Convention, and to make such adjustments in, or 
additions to, the said Budget as it shall deem to be necessary 
or expedient and as in its judgment the funds of the General Con- 
vention and its anticipated income will warrant. 


III. SUB-COMMITTEE ON AUDIT 


11. There shall be, as part of the Joint Committee on Expenses, a 
Sub-Committee on Audit, appointed at each General Convention, to 
direct a periodic audit of the accounts of the Treasurer of the Gen- 
eral Convention and to serve as an Advisory Committee to co- 
operate with the Treasurer of the General Convention. The Sub- 
Committee on Audit shall present its Report to the House of 
Deputies at each triennial meeting of the General Convention as 
part of the Report of the Joint Committee on Expenses. 


IV. SUMMARY OF GENERAL CONVENTION ACTION 


12. The Secretary of the House of Deputies, being the Secretary 
of the General Convention, shall, with the co-operation of the 
Secretary of the House of Bishops, and of such Bishops as may be 
appointed by the presiding officer of the House of Bishops, prepare 
a summary of the actions of the General Convention of particular 
interest to the Congregations of the Church, and make the same 
available to the Congregations, through the Ministers-in-charge 
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thereof, and to the Lay Deputies; such summary to be sent to the 
clergy along with the Pastoral Letter put forth by the House of 
Bishops, and to be made available to all Deputies on the last day of 
the Convention, along with such Pastoral Letter, if feasible to do so, 
or within thirty days thereafter. 


V. RULES IN FORCE 


13. At the meetings of the House of Bishops and the House of 
Deputies, the Joint Rules of the previous Convention shall be in 
force, until they be amended or repealed by concurrent action of 
the two Houses upon two-thirds majority vote of the members pres- 
ent, after referral to the Committees on Rules or Order of the 
respective Houses and after their reports thereon. 
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Presented to House of Bishops, B.6 
Barnes, Rev. Canon C. Rankin 
Addressed House of Deputies, 237 
Barsale, Rev. Herbert 
Appointed Ass’t Secretary, House of Deputies, 134 
Bauman, Rev. Albert, Roman Catholic Observer, 28 
“Bayne Committee” (see Theological Freedom) 
Bishop 
Office of, Committee on, 98, B.35 
Presentment of, for trial, 84 
(see, also, Canon 55, Sec. 23, and Canon 56, Sec. 2) 
Resignation of a, proposed amendment of Canon on, B.37 
Bishops 
Change of Status announced, 14, A.3, B.7 
Consecrations of, 1964-1967, Appendix 7 
Missionary, election of 
Guatemala, 461 
Honolulu, Suffragan, 462 
Okinawa, 462 
Philippines, Coadjutor, B.16 
South Dakota, Coadjutor, B.17 
Western Kansas, A.14 
Necrology, 24, A.2, B.6 
New, Presentation of, 14, A.3, B.6 
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Resignations of, 73, A.3, B.7 
Reported to House of Deputies, 134 

Resigned, Seating in House of, 26 

fieuese of (See Constitution, Amendments Adopted, Art. II., new 
ec. 


Bishops, House of 
Absent Members, Greetings and Regrets from, 39 
Anniversaries Noted, 56 
Ecumenical Observers, 28 
Election of Secretary, 13 
Election of Vice-Chairman, 13 
Interim Meetings 
Invitation to meet in Augusta, Georgia, in 1968, B.18, B.22 
Policy on, A.33 
Introduction of guests, 25 
Necrology, 24, A.2, B.5 
Official Call, Special Meetings, A.1, B.4 
Organization of, 13 
House of Deputies informed of, 154 
Presentation of New Bishops, 14, A.3, B.6 
Proposed amendments to Constitution concerning membership in, B.38 
Resignations announced, 73, A.3, B.7 
Roll-Call, 13, 32 
Roman Catholic Observers, 28 
Rules of Order, 101, Supplement C 
Seattle Council of Churches, Observers from, 28 
Special Committees, 16 
Special Meeting, 1968, 32 
Special Meetings, 1965 and 1966, Supplements A and B 
Standing Committees, 15 
Status, Changes in, 14, A.3, B.7 
Washington State Council of Churches, Observers from, 28 


Blake, Eugene Carson 
Greetings to, 48, 313 


Blanchard, Rt. Rev. Roger W. 
Elected to Executive Council, 68 


Bliven, Rev. Edmund, Roman Catholic Observer, 28 
Board for Theological Education, 44, 46, 219, 502 
Boundaries of Provinces, 235, 485 

Bowen, Rt. Rev. Harold L., Commemorated, 24 
Boy Scout Movement, 106, 280, 313 


Bread and Wine eS. 
Deacons empowered to administer both, B.9 


Brinker, Rt. Rev. Howard R., Commemorated, A.2 
Bronson, David—Resolution on, 155 


Brotherhood of St. Andrew, President of 
Addressed House of Bishops, 38 
Addressed House of Deputies, 161 


Brown, John Nicholas—Courtesy Resolution on, 290 
Brown, Rt. Rev. William A., Commemorated, A.2 


a 
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Browning, Ven: Edmond Lee 
Elected Bishop of Okinawa, 87, 258, 462, 463 
Addressed House of Deputies, 258 
Introduced to the House of Bishops, 31, 87 


Building Fund, American Church, Commission 
Report, Appendix 1 
Request for appropriation—not adopted, 189 


Burroughs, Rt. Rev. Nelson 
Elected Vice-Chairman, House of Bishops, 13 


Burt, Rt. Rev. John Harris, Bishop Coadjutor of Ohio 
Presented to the House of Bishops, 14 


Burton, Rt. Rev. Spence, Commemorated, B.6 


Cabanan, Rt. Rev. Benito C. 
Changes of Status, 14 
Elected Bishop Coadjutor of the Philippines, B.16 


California, Bishop of (Pike) 
Position Paper concerning, B.58 
Report of Theological Committee concerning, A.22 
Seated in House of Bishops, 26 
Statement concerning, by Clergymen of Arizona, A.4 
Statement of, supporting Theological Committee’s report, A.23 
Theological Committee, excused from, A.4 
Withdraws demand for trial, 85 


Call to the Church, Presiding Bishop’s, Response to, 303 


Canons 

Canon 1, Sec. 1(b)—Setting terms of office, President and Vice-President, 
House of Deputies, 168, 314 

Canon 1, Sec. 2—Regulating Joint Committees and Commissions, 79, 224, 
315 

Canon 1, Ph 3 (now Sec. 4)—Prescribing early election of Deputies, 64, 
169, 31 

Canon 1, Sec. 6—Removing dollar-amount of assessment for contingent 
expenses of the Convention, 102, 224, 317 

Canon 2, Sec. 1—Election of Presiding Bishop in Joint Session (not 
adopted), 79, 227, 318 

Canon 2, Sec. 2—Setting the term of office of the Presiding Bishop at 12 
years, 79, 227, 319 

Canon 2, Sec. 4—Duties of the Presiding Bishop, 79, 227, 320 

Canon 2, Sec. 5—Providing for personal assistants for the Presiding 
Bishop, 101, 234, 323 

Canon 4, Sec. 1—Prescribing the functions and membership of the Execu- 
tive Council, 100, 261, 324 

Canon 4, Sec. 9—Providing for employment in the mission field of pro- 
teers who need not be communicants, 38, 106, 279, 325, 

14, B. 

Canon 5, Sec. 1—Setting the date of March 1 for the sending of Parochial 

Reports to the Executive Council, 63, 158, 327 
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Canon 5, New Sec. 2—Prescribing Annual Diocesan Reports, 64, 159, 327 

Canon 5, Sec. 2 (Now Sec. 3)—Prescribing the duties of diocesan Secre- 
taries in respect of annual journals, and of the Committee on the State 
of the Church, 64, 159, 328 

Canon 7, Secs. 1 and 4—Authorizing the Church Pension Fund to admin- 
ister life, health, and accident insurance, and changing date “1958” to 
“1967”, 107, 272, 329 

Canon 8, Sec. 1—Amending lists of member-Dioceses of Provinces VIII 
and IX, 64, 279, 330 

Canon 8, Sec. 7—Permitting Provincial Synods to prescribe the size of 
diocesan deputations, 64, 172, 331 

Canon 8, Sec. 9—Amending provision for “credit on quota” for work done 
by Provinces, 171, 332 

cece 11, Sec. 2—Standing Committees, self-regulation of (not adopted), 

Canon 16—Letters of Transfer (not adopted), 38, 65, B.20 

Canon 20—Adding the Jerusalem Bible to the list of authorized versions 
of the Holy Scriptures, 28, 196, 333 

Canon 21, Sec. 6—Prescribing the duties of Custodian of the Standard 
Book of Common Prayer in respect of material authorized for trial 
use, 36, 197, 334 

Canon 26, Sec. 5(d)—Amending educational requirements for Postulancy 
for persons of distinctive or foreign cultures, 79, 201, 220, 335 

Canon 34, Sec. 10(a) (3)—Extending the above provisions to require- 
ments for Candidateship, 79, 201, 220, 335 

Canon 42—Resignation of Bishops (not adopted), 89, B.37 

Canon 44—Armed Forces, Suffragan Bishop for (not adopted), 64 

Canon 44, Sec. 2(f) and new (g)—-Pastoral Letters and Position Papers, 
74, 90, 267, 337 

Canon 45, new Sec. 3—Dissolution of Pastoral Relationship (not adopted), 
54, 295, 338 

Canon 46—Filling of Vacant Cures (not adopted), 29, 295, 339 

Canon 48—Amending provisions in respect of persons, not ministers of 
this Church, officiating therein, 65, 263, 340 

Canon 49, new Sec. 5—Providing for the administration of the Chalice by 
specially licensed Lay Readers, 68, 89, 203, 239, 341 

Canon 55, Sec. 23—Raising to 10 (from 3) the number of Bishops who 
must sign a presentment, 84, 261, 344 

Canon 56, Sec. 2—Prescribing procedure for presenting a Bishop for trial 
on charge of deviant teaching, 84, 261, 344 

Canon 63, Sec. 2—Abandonment of Communion of Church by Presbyter 
(not adopted), 54 

Canon 65—Remission of Judicial Sentences (not adopted), 60, 354 

Certification of changes in, 359 

Notice of Intention to amend Canon 7, 98, 275, 346 

Proposed amendment, various Canons re clerical discipline (not adopted), 
73, 294, 347 

Proposed Canon 2, “Of Ecumenical Relations” (not adopted), 65, 357 

Proposed Canon, “Of Metropolitan Councils” (not adopted), 106, 158, 
274, 355 

Proposed re-numbering (not adopted), 106, 281, 359 


Canterbury, Archbishop of 
Addressed House of Bishops, 66 


‘ 


1320 JOURNAL OF THE GENERAL CONVENTION 


Addressed House of Deputies, 225 
Addressed Service of Ecumenical Witness, 4 


Capon, The Very Rev. Robert F., S.T.D. 
Appointed Chaplain, House of Deputies, 133 


Carpenter, Rt. Rev. Charles C. J., Noonday Prayers, 46 


Central America, 
Division of the Missionary District of, 31 


Chalice, 
Administration of, in Federal Prisons, 50, 284, 361 
Lay Administration of (See Canon 49, Sec. 5) 


Chaplain, House of Deputies 
Appointment of Very Rev. Robert F. Capon, 133 
Courtesy Resolution on, 287 

Chitty, Arthur Ben, Pres. of Association of Episcopal Colleges 
Addressed House of Deputies, 188 


Christian Unity Goals, 41, 250, 361 


Church and Society, World Conference on 
Reported to House of Bishops, B.22 


Church and Youth, Position Paper on, v, 60 


Church Pension Fund 
Report of Committee to Review Role of, Appendix 4 


Church School Missionary Offering, 106, 280, 363 
Church Schools and Minority Groups, 57, 269, 364 


Church Union Daily 
Apology for article in, 62, 221 
Resolution on, in House of Deputies, 222 


City Officials, Seattle, Courtesy Resolution on, adopted, 288 
Civil Disorders, Position Paper on, vi, 60, 78 


Clergy-Deployment 
Appointment of Committee on, approved, B.49 
Establishment of Joint Commission on, 54, 265, 365 


Clergy-Information Depository, 54, 277, 366 


Clergy-Placement, Committee on 
Appointment of, approved, B.39 
Report of, to House of Bishops, 18, Appendix 5 
Resolutions proposed 
. Establishment of Joint Commission, 365 
. Appropriation for Commission, 437 
. Allocation to Division of Christian Ministries (not adopted). 
. Statement on Negro Clergymen Aner adopter) 466 
. Amend Canon 46 (not adopted), 3 
. Amend Canon 60 (not reported out =n Gonmnities) 
. Amend Canon 45 (not adopted), 338 


Clergy-Salary Study, 68, 200, 368 
Report of Executive Council on, Appendix 14 


Clergymen, Negro 
Nomination of, for election as rector, 97, 270, 414 


ANDNNAKRWNe 
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Clerical Discipline and related matters, 
Proposed Amendment of Canons (not adopted), 70, 294, 347 


Coburn, Very Rev. John B., President-elect of the House of Deputies 
Addressed House of Bishops, 71 
Elected President of the House of Deputies, 233 


College Work—Ecumenical Orientation, 52, 195, 369 


Colwell, Rev. David, Minister of 1st Congregational Church of Seattle. Presi- 
dent of COCU nae te 
Addressed House of Deputies, 249 


Comfnittees and Commissions, 
Reports and Recommendations of, presented and referred 
House of Bishops, 18 
House of Deputies, 146 


Communicants, Discipline of, A.31 

Communion Discipline, 47 

Communion, Reception of, by Baptized Persons, B.8 
Community-Action Programs, 100 


Conscientious Objection, 71, 76, 106, 284, 373 
Selective, 81, 284, 376 


Constitution, Amendments Adopted—Proposed at the General Convention 

of 1964 and finally acted upon at the General Convention of 1967. 

Preamble—Name of the Church, 28, 34, 157, 379 

Article I., Sec. 3, paragraph 2—Presiding Bishop, election of, in interim, 
28, 165, 380 

Article I., Sec. 7—‘“‘National” to “Executive” Council, 28, 165, 381 

Article II., Sec. 8—Translation of Bishops, 28, 169, 382 

Article V., New Sec. 8—Cession of Diocesan Territory, 28, 169, 383 

Article [IX.—Judicial Sentences, 28, 170, 384 


Constitution, Amendments proposed at the General Convention of 1967 and 
to be finally acted on at the General Convention of 1970. 
Article I., Sec. 2—Resignation of Bishops in Special Cases, 63, 362, 390 
Article I., Sec. 4—Providing for the election of Lay Persons (vice Lay- 
men) as Deputies, 34, 166, 167, 391 
Article I., Sec. 4, Paragraph 4—Parity in Votes by Orders, 103, 272, 393 
Article I., Sec. 7—Concerning frequency of meetings of the General 
Convention, 80, 202, 253, 394 
Article XI.—Remove mention of “triennial” meetings of the General 
Convention, 80, 202, 253, 394 
Various Articles, with teference to Missionary Districts and Missionary 
Bishops, 105, 202, 257, 385 
Constitution, Amendmients attempted, but not proposed 
Article I., Sec. 2—Qualifications for voting in the House of Bishops, 


98, 268, 396 : 
Article I., Sec. 3—Election of a Presiding Bishop in Joint Executive 
Session, 84, 202, 222, 224, 397 


Constitution, Certification of changes in, 399 
Constitution and Canons—Pre-Filing of Proposed Alterations, 281, 401 


as 
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Consultation on Church Union, 46, 83, 249, 401 . 
Memorial from Triennial concerning, 246 
President of, addressed House of Deputies, 249 
Report on, to the House of Bishops, A.12 


Consultation on Church Union Sunday 
Observance of, in 1966, approved, A.17 


Custodian, Standard Book of Common Prayer 
Responsibilities connected with trial use, 36, 197, 334 


Consultants, Prayer Book Revision, 35, 196, 479 

Convention Committee, Courtesy Resolution on, adopted, 288 
Co-ordinator—Prayer Book Revision, 35, 196, 480 

Costa Rica, Establishment of Missionary District of, 31 


Costa Rica, Missionary Bishop of 
New style of former Bishop of Central America, 31 
To have charge also of Honduras and Nicaragua, 31 


Councils of Churches, Committee on 
Report to House of Bishops, A.11 


Council of Churches, Seattle 
Message to Member Churches, 222 


Council for Renewal, Joint Commission on, 40, 269, 488 


Counsel to the Clergy, Committee on 
Executive Secretary for, 37 
Report of, to the House of Bishops, A.16 
Resolution for continuance and budget, 36 


Court for the Review of a Trial of a Bishop 
Committee to nominate for, 39 
Election of Classes of 1973 and 1976, 89 


Court for Trial of a Bishop 
Committee to nominate for, 39 
Election of Classes of 1973 and 1976, 89 


Crisis in American Life 
Allocation to, from U.T.O., announced, 229 
Resolution in response to, 230 
Resolution of House of Bishops, 91 


Crittenden, Rt. Rev. William 
Reports for International Peace Committee, A.5 


Cross, Rt. Rev. Edward M., Commemorated, B.6 


Crowther, Rt. Rev. Edward, Bishop of Kimberley and Kuruman 
Addressed House of Bishops (1966), B.2 
Introduced to the House of Bishops, 26 
Introduced in House of Deputies, 180 


Crump, Charles M., of Tennessee 
Elected Vice-President, House of Deputies, 245 


Cuba, Missionary District of 
Autonomy for, B.46 
Greetings from, 71 


INDEX 1323 


Daniels, Jonathan, 97, 271, 406 
Data-Processing, Courtesy Resolution on, as opree 288 


Davidson, Rt. Rev. William 
Elected Bishop of Western Kansas, A.14 
Election announced, A.15 
Presented to House of Bishops, B.6 


Day, Peter, Ecumenical Officer 
Presented to, Commended by, House of Bishops, A.12 


Deacons and Administration of Sacrament, B.9 
Resolution on, offered, A.9 
To sick and isolated, B.18 


Deceased Members, House of Deputies 
List of, Appendix 24 
Memorial Service for, 221 


Deaconesses 
Committee on, Bishop Street reports for, A.7 
Report to House of Bishops, A.23 
Joint Commission on Role of, proposed (not adopted), 58, 265, 406 
Memorials and Petitions about, A.4 
Service for Ordering of, adopted, A.25 


Dean, Rt. Rev. Ralph, Anglican Executive Officer 
Addressed House of Bishops, 37, A.5 
Addressed House of Deputies, 180 
Introduced to House of Bishops, 26 


Deployment of the Clergy, Joint aes on 
Establish Joint Commission on, 54, 
Joint Commission included in See Convention Budget, at reduced 
amount, 231, 437 


Deputies, election of (See Canon 1, Sec. 3—renumbered Sec. 4) 


Deputies, House of 
Admission to Floor, 136 
Alternate Deputies, Seating of, 136 
Assistant Secretaries appointed, 134 
Chaplain named, 133 
Committees, Report of organization of, 129, 152 
Daily sessions schedule adopted, 135 
Distribution of material in, 180 
Ecumenical visitors welcomed, 134 
Committees and Commissions 
Reports and Resolutions introduced by title, 146 
Joint Standing Committees, Appointment of Deputies to, 144 
Organization of, 134 
Presentation to retiring President and Vice-President, 290 
President and Vice-President 
Nominations for, 210, 236 
Procedure for nominating and electing, 178 
Results of Elections for, 233, 245 
Proportional Representation in, 236 
Rules of Order, Supplement D 


. 
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Seating of Deputies, New Missionary District of Okinawa, 163 
Seating of Provisional Deputies, New Diocese of Wyoming, 200 
Secretary elected, 133 

Special Committees, Appointment of, 142 

Standing Committees, Appointment of, 138 


De-toxification procedures, 97, 270, 309 


De Witt, Rt. Rev. Robert L., Bishop of Pennsylvania 
Election to Executive Council, 3 years, 68, 419 


DeWolfe, Rt. Rev. James P., Commemorated, B.6 


Dillon, John, President, Student Committee, National Advisory Committee 
on College Work ., 
Addressed House of Deputies, 220 
Resolution of Response, 226 


Diocesan levy for General Convention expenses, 102, 265, 438 


Diocesan Boundaries 
Report of Executive Council on, Appendix 15 


Diocesan Periodicals, Receive awards, A.20, B.21 
Diocesan Territory, Cession of, 27, 169, 383 
Diocese, Host, Subsidy to, 447 


Diocese, Viable 
Criteria for Dioceses in USA, 53, 193, 508 
Standards for overseas jurisdictions, 53, 193, 508 
Self-evaluation assistance approved, 45, 164, 509 
(See Appendix 15) 
Dioceses, Voting methods of, 72, 235, 518 
Dioceses and Provinces, Associated 
Proposed constitutional and canonical provision for, 387, B.23 
District of Columbia, Home Rule, 57, 284, 408 
Dobbins, Rev. Charles C. 
Appointed Assistant Secretary, House of Bishops, 13 


Durham, Mrs. Robert H., of Michigan 
Elected to Executive Council (2nd term), 260, 420 


E 


Ecclesiastical Arts 
Proposed creation of Division of (not adopted), 86, 191, 409 


Ecclesiastical Sentences (redefining), 27, 170, 384 
Ecuador, Missionary District of, established, B.49 
Ecumenical observers introduced to House of Deputies, 249 


Ecumenical Officer, Dr. Peter Day 
Introduced Ecumenical Observers to House of Deputies, 249 
Presented to House of Bishops, A.12 
Resolution of commendation of, A.12 


Ecumenical Relations, Joint Commission 
Report of, to House of Bishops, 18, A.10, B.42 
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Resolutions introduced, House of Bishops, 18 

. Establish Standing Commission (not adopted), 357 
. Appropriation for Commission, 435 

. Commend “Principles of Church Union”, 401 

. Ecumenical Study and Prayer, 410 

. Roman Catholic Relations, 490 

. Goal of Christian Unity, 361 

Supplemental Report, 248 (See Appendix 9, Annex H) 
Triennial Report, Appendix 9 


Ecumenical Study and Prayer, 41, 83, 248, 410 


Education for Holy Orders, Joint Commission 
Report of, to House of Bishops, 18 
Resolutions proposed 
1. Theological Education Sunday, 505 
2. Appropriation, 435 
ap Os. for Theological Education (included in General Church Pro- 
gram 
Triennial Report, Appendix 21 
El Salvador, Missionary District of 
Established, 31 
Jurisdiction over, assigned to Bishop of Guatemala, 31 


Elements, both, at Holy Communion 
May be administered by Deacons, B.9 


Episcopal Assistance, Study of, B.39, B.40 
Episcopal Colleges, Association of 


President of, Arthur Ben Chitty, addressed House of Deputies, 188 
Report of Committee on, to the House of Bishops, A.16 


Episcopal Society for Racial and Cultural Unity 
Petition of, 104, 271, 416 
“Episcopalian, Inc., The” 
Report on, introduced in House of Deputies, 146 
Resolutions proposed 
1. Every-Family Plan, 413 
2. Interim appointments, 411 
3. Members and Directors, 411 
4. Appropriation for (included in General Church Program) 
5. Confirm actions of Trustees, 412 
Triennial Report, Appendix 10 


Epistles and Gospels, Alternate Versions, 52, 196, 413 
Equal Opportunity (Clergy), 97, 270, 414 
Equal Opportunity Policy, 57, 194, 415 
Equality of Man, 104, 271, 416 
Erie, Bishop of 

Reports on International Peace Committee, A.5 
Euthanasia, Study of, 97, 268, 417 


Evangelism, Joint Commission 
Progress Report to House of Bishops, A.15 
Report of, introduced in House of Bishops, 18 
Resolutions 
1. General Secretary for (not adopted), 418 


AnNRWNH 
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2. Budget for, 418 
3. National Advisory Council, 418 
4. Discharge Commission, 418 
Triennial Report, Appendix 11 
Evangelism, Program of, 104, 278, 417 
Every-Family Plan—The Episcopalian, 413 
Executive Council 
Enlargement of Membership (See Canon 4, Sec. 1) 
Members 
Election of, 68, 260, 419 
Election of Charles V. Willie, 83, 247, 419 
Nominations for, 59, 214, 247 
Women nominated by Triennial, 214 
Report of Treasurer, Appendix 13 
Report on Clergy- -Salaries, Appendix 14 
Report on Diocesan Boundaries, Appendix 15 
Visitations, 93, 216, 421 
Expense Allowance for Deputies, 45, 168, 421 
Expenses, Joint Committee on 
General Convention Budget, 101, 265, 435 
Report of, to House of Deputies, 265 


Extra-Budgetary Giving, 104, 281, 484 


F 


Family, Place of 
Request that consideration of be put on agenda of Lambeth Conference, 
A.31 


Fenner, Rt. Rev. Goodrich R., Commemorated, B.6 
Flood-Relief in the Southwest, 93, 254, 422 
Forward Movement Publications, 37, 52, 158, 198, 422, Appendix 16 
Foulkes, Howard T., LL.D., Courtesy Resolution on, adopted, 289 
Fraser, Rt. Rev. Thomas A., Jr., 

Status, Change in, noted, A.3. 


Frey, Rev. William Carl 
Addressed House of Deputies, 258 
Elected Bishop of Guatemala, 461 
Jurisdiction over El Salvador assigned to, 31 


G 


Gates, Rt. Rev. W. Fred, Jr., Suffragan Bishop of Tennessee 
Presented to the House of Bishops, B.6 


General Church Program, 92, 240, 422 
Interpretation of, by Bishops and Deputies, 93, 216, 433 
Interpretation of, by Executive Council, 93, 216, 433 
Planning for, 96, 268, 433 
Pledges for, 93, 216, 434 
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General Convention 
Assessment-Ceiling for Expenses of, 102, 224, 317 
Assessment rate for coming triennium, 438 
Budget of, 101, 265, 435 
Concluding Eucharist, 5 
Frequency of Meetings, 80, 202, 394 
Inaugural Eucharist, 3 
Joint Sessions, Schedule of, 34, 135, 298 
Journal, Printing of and for, 265, 438 
Officers, ix 
Registrar, 33, 183, 485 
Secretary 
Election of, 45, 163, 491 
Sites of future, 93, 255, 443 
Subsidy to Host Diocese, 447 
Treasurer 
Elected, 52, 190, 505 
Report of, Appendix 34 
General Theological Seminary 
Election of Trustees, 39, 259, 443 
Report of the Dean, The Very Rev. Samuel J. Wylie 
To House of Bishops, 60 
To House of Deputies, 239 
Report of Trustees, Appendix 17 


Georgia, Bishop of, Elected to Executive Council, 68, 419 
Gillett, Very Rev. Gordon E., of Quincy 

Elected to Executive Council, 259, 420 
Gilman, Rt. Rev. Alfred A., Commemorated, B.6 


Gilson, Rt. Rev. Charles P., Suffragan Bishop of Honolulu 
Resignation of, B.7, B.48 

Gonzalez-Agiieros, Rt. Rev. Romualdo, Commemorated, B.6 

Good Friday Offering, 50, 249, 445 

Gooden, Rt. Rev. Robert Burton 


Noonday Prayers read by, 39 
Tribute on 93rd Birthday, 26 


Gore, Mr. Fred, President, Brotherhood of St. Andrew 
Addressed House of Bishops, 38 
Addressed House of Deputies, 161 


Gower, Rt. Rev. Godfrey P., Bishop of New Westminister 
Introduced to the House of Bishops, 26 

Gravatt, Rt. Rev. John J.. Commemorated, B.5 

Gray, Rt. Rev. Duncan M., 


Announcement of resignation, B.7 
Commemorated, B.6 


Greek Orthodox Archdiocese of North and South America, greetings from, 
43 


Gressle, Very Rev. Lloyd E., of Delaware 
Elected to Executive Council, 260, 420 

Gross, Rt. Rev. Hal R., Suffragan Bishop of Oregon 
Presented to House of Bishops, A.3 


x 
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Group-Insurance, National Program of, 275 


Guatemala, Missionary District of 
Authority to elect Bishop for, 31 
Established, 31 
Rev. William Carl Frey elected Bishop of, 461 


Guilbert, Rev. Canon Charles M., S.T.D. 
Elected Registrar of the General Convention, 33, 183, 485 
Elected Secretary of the General Convention, 163, 491 
Elected Secretary of the House of Deputies, 133 


H 


Hall, Rt. Rev. Robert B., Bishop Coadjutor of Virginia 
Presented to House of Bishops, B.7 


Hanchett, Rev. Edwin Lani 
Elected Suffragan Bishop of Honolulu, 83, 87, 258, 462 


Harmon, Emmett, of Liberia 
Elected to Executive Council, 260, 420 


Harris, Rt. Rev. Bravid W., Commemorated, B.5 


Healing, Ministry of, Joint Commission on 

Continued with new name, 486 

Report of, to the House of Bishops, 31 

Resolutions introduced, House of Bishops, 18 
1. Receive recommendations, 446 
2. Establish Commission on Religion and Health, 486 
3. Appropriation for, 436 

Triennial Report, Appendix 18 


Healing, Services of 
Participation of Laymen in, B.15 
Heistand, Rt. Rev. John T., Bishop of Harrisburg 
Resignation announced, B.7 
Henry, Rt. Rev. M. George, Bishop of Western North Carolina 
Greetings to, 88 
Higley, Mrs. Cyrus M., of Central New York 
Elected to Executive Council, 260, 420 
Higley, Rt. Rev. Walter M., Bishop of Central New York 
Greetings to, 88 
Historical Society, Church 
Included in General Convention Budget, 232 
Report received, 46, 173, 446 
Triennial Report of, Appendix 19 
Hodges, Most Rev. Joseph, Roman Catholic Bishop of Wheeling 
Addressed House of Bishops, B.17 
Hoffman,.The Very Rev. J. Ogden, of Northern California 
Appointed to Joint Committee on Committees and Commissions, 188 
Holy Communion, Elements at 
Both may be administered by Deacons, B.9 


INDEX 1329 


Holy Orders, Education for, Joint Commission on 
Report of, to House of Bishops, 18 
Resolutions 
1. Theological Education Sunday, 505 
2. Appropriation, 435 
3. Grants for Theological Education (included in General Church Pro- 


gram) 

Triennial Report, Appendix 21 
Holzhammer, Rev. Robert E. 

Appointed Assistant Secretary, House of Deputies, 134 
Home-Rule for Washington, D.C., 57, 284, 408 
Honduras 

Episcopal oversight of, 31 

Establishment of Missionary District of, 31 
Honolulu 

Election of Suffragan Bishop for, approved, 67 

Rev. Edwin Lani Hanchett elected Suffragan Bishop of, 83, 87, 258, 462 
Host Diocese 

Subsidy to, 96, 266, 438, 447 
House of Bishops (see Bishops, House of) 

House of Deputies (see Deputies, House of) 


Houston, Texas 
Site of 1970 General Convention, 93, 255, 443 
Hubbard, Rt. Rev. Russell S., Bishop of Spokane 
Resignation of, B.7, B.48 
Hughes, Rev. Kenneth DeP. 
Addressed House of Bishops, A.6 
Human Affairs, Church in, Joint Commission 
Continued, 96, 264, 448 
Included in General Convention Budget, 231 
Report of, to House of Deputies, 146 
Resolutions 
1. Human Sexuality—Principles, 492 
2. Human Sexuality—Study of, 492 
3. Population-control—no action 
4. World food-supply—no action 
5. Medical and Scientific Technology, 501 
6. Continue Joint Commission, 447 
Triennial Report, Appendix 22 
Human Rights 
International Year, 80, 294, 448 


Human Sexuality, 80, 218, 492 


Hunter, Rt. Rev. J. Wilson, D.D., Bishop of Wyoming 
Introduced Diocese’s Provisional Deputies, 214 


Hymnal Revision, 104, 192, 280, 449 


Idaho, New Diocese of ae. J 
Erected out of Missionary District, 73, 192, 450 
Introduction of Clerical and Lay Deputies, 257 
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Ikard, William G. II, of New Mexico and Southwest Texas 
Elected to Executive Council, 260, 420 


Income-producing Property, Taxation of, 80, 294, 500 
Indigenous Ministry, Minority Groups, 220, 335 
Investments in Banks, etc., doing business in southern Africa, 100, 286, 495 


Jacksonville, Florida 
General Convention Site, 1973, 93, 255, 443 


James, Hon. Ted, Lt. Gov. of Montana 
Addressed House of Bishops, A.5 


Japan, Greetings from the Church in, 78 

Jeannot, Mr. George, Roman Catholic Observer, introduced, 28 
Jensen, Rev. Everett, Council of Churches Observer, introduced, 28 
Jerusalem Bible, 35, 196, 333 


Jewish-Christian Dialogue 
Report on, to House of Bishops, A.32 


Joint Rules 
Revised Body of, adopted, 73, 137, 451 
Rule 1, 105, 280, 452 
Rule 4, 105, 280, 452 
Rule 10(a), 73, 208, 453 
Rule 11, 73, 208, 454 


Joint Sessions, 34, 135, 209, 298 

Jones, Rt. Rev. Girault, Bishop of Louisiana 
Greetings to, 88 

Journalism Awards, A.20, B.21 


K 


Kabira, Mr. Luke Chosin, of Okinawa 
Introduced to House of Bishops, 31 
Seated in House of Deputies, 163 


Keller, Very Rev. Christoph, Jr., Bishop Coadjutor of Arkansas 
Consent to election, 43, 165, 312 


Kelleran, Mrs. Harold C., of Virginia 
Elected to Executive Council, 260, 420 


Kennedy, Rev. Dr. James W. 

Addressed House of Bishops, 37 

Addressed House of Deputies, 158 
Kent, Mr. Richard P., Jr., 

Appreciation to, 102 

Elected Treasurer of the General Convention, 52, 190, 505 
Kimoto, Rev. Luke Tervo 

Introduced to House of Bishops, 31 

Seated in House of Deputies, 163 
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Kitagawa, Rev. Daisuke, Executive Secretary for College Work 
Request from, concerning representative of young people, 211 


L 


Labor Unions 
Racial Discrimination in, 99, 275, 454 


Law and Social Change, 274 

Lay Administration of the Chalice, 89, 203, 341 

Lay Church Employees, Pension Coverage, 96, 455 
Laymen, participation of, in Services of Healing, B.15 


“Leidt, William E., Award” 
Recipients, 1965, A.21 


Lesser Feasts and Fasts 
Extension of Trial Use, 35, 196, 456 


Lewis, Rt. Rev. Arnold M., 
Resignation of, as Bishop of Western Kansas, A.3 
(See Armed Forces, Suffragan Bishop for) 


Lichtenberger, Rt. Rev. Arthur 
Greetings to, 24 
Message from, 26 


Life, Accident, and Health Insurance, 107, 272, 329 


Liturgical Commission, Standing 
Commendation of, 49, 205, 457 
Report of, introduced in House of Bishops, 19 
Resolutions of 
1. Approve plan for Prayer Book Revision, 481 
2. Liturgical Commission as Agent of Revision, 481 
3. Temporary enlargement of Commission, 458 
4. Appointment of Consultants, 479 
5. Appointment of Co-ordinator, 480 
6. Budget for revision (included in General Church Program) 
7. Trial use, Liturgy of Lord’s Supper, 459 
8. Amend Canon 20, 333 
9. Modern Bible Versions in Eucharist, 413 
10. Extension of trial use, Lesser Feasts and Fasts, 456 
11. Translation of trial-use rites, 507 
12. Amend Canon 21, 334 
13. Reports on trial use, 506 
14. Prayer Book in simple English, 478 
15. Appropriation for Commission (included in Convention Budget) 
Triennial Report, Appendix 23 


Liturgy of the Lord’s Supper 
Single Trial Use, 24, 156, 458 
Trial Use, 62, 228, 459 
Used for United Thankoffering Presentation, 4 


Lutherans and Anglicans ‘ oe 
Proposed exploration of limited inter-communion in armed forces, B.9 
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Mallett, Rt. Rev. Reginald, Commemorated, A.2 
Marital Unions, Irregular, 179 
Marshall, Hon. Thurgood, Courtesy Resolution on, 289 


Martin, Rt. Rev. Richard Beamon, Suffragan Bishop of Long Island 
Presented to the House of Bishops, 14 


Masquellette, Philip, of Texas 
Appointed to Standing Committee on Church Pension Fund, 187 
Elected Trustee of Pension Fund, 475 


Masuda, Rt. Rev. George T., Bishop of North Dakota 
Presented to the House of Bishops, A.3 


Maund, Rt. Rev. John A. A., Bishop of Basutoland 
Addressed House of Bishops, B.42 


McCorkle, Henry, Editor, Episcopalian 
Report to House of Bishops, A.20 


McFaddin, J. L. Caldwell, of Texas 
Presents Minority Report, Program and Budget, 240 
Resolution of commendation of, 244 


McNair, The Rev. Edward, Suffragan-Bishop-elect of Northern California 
Consent to election of, as a Bishop, 44, 165, 312 


Medical and Scientific Technology, 53, 194, 501 
Melcher, Rt. Rev. Louis C., Commemorated, B.5 


Memorials of Deceased Members, House of Deputies 
List of, Appendix 24 
Memorial Service for, 221 


Memorials and Petitions Introduced in the House of Bishops, 19-24 
Alaska—Consultation on Church Union, 41, 401 
Arkansas—National Council of Churches, 47 
Bethlehem—Liturgy, Lord’s Supper—Trial Use, 62, 459 
Bethlehem—Deaconesses—Status, 58 
Bethlehem—Consultation on Church Union, 41, 401 
California—Episcopal Elections, 74 
California—ESCRU Petition, 104, 416 
California—Alcohol Recovery Centers, 95 
Central New York—Communion Discipline, 47, 370 
Central New York—Abortion, 57, 307 
Connecticut—Liturgy, Lord’s Supper—Trial Use, 62, 459 
Delaware—Holy Scriptures—Modern Vss, 38 
Delaware—Consultation on Church Union, 41, 401 
Erie—Consultation on Church Union, 41, 401 
Fond du Lac—Liturgy, Lord’s Supper—Trial Use, 62, 459 
Idaho—Self-Supporting Priests & the Pension Fund, 45, 520 
Jowa—Church & Race Fund in Budget, 55, 57 
Iowa—Fixed Date for Easter, 48 
Iowa—Commendation, Liturgy Commission, 49, 457 
Iowa—Liturgy, Lord’s Supper—Trial Use, 62, 459 
Long Island—Liturgy, Lord’s Supper—Trial Use, 62, 459 
Long Island—Division, Central America, 31, 87 
Long Island—Consultation on Church Union, 41, 401 
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Long Island—Abortion-Law Reform, 57, 307 

Maryland—tThirty-Nine Articles, 75 

Maryland—Holy Scriptures—Jerusalem Bible, 49 

Maryland—Holy Scriptures—Modern Vss, HC, 49 

Maryland—Holy Scriptures—Modern Vss, BCP, 49 

Maryland—Revision, Prayer, Deacons Ordination, 48 

Maryland—Laymen as Lectors at HC, 49 

Maryland—BCP—Revision of, 48 

Maryland—Pan-Anglican Ecumen. Commns. (no action) 

Massachusetts—Principles of Church Union, 41 

Massachusetts—Communion Discipline, 47 

Massachusetts—BCP—Revision of, 48 

Massachusetts—Confirmation/ First Communion, 49 

Massachusetts—Manpower/ Management Study, Clergy, 53 

Nebraska—Confirmation/ First Communion, 47 

New Jersey—Consultation on Church Union, 41 

New York—Abortion-Law Reform, 57 

New York—Pastoral Letters, 64 

Newark—Consultation on Church Union, 41 

Newark—Communion Discipline, 47 

North Dakota—Liturgy, Lord’s Supper—Trial Use (see page 459) 

Northern Indiana—Principles of Church Union, 41 

Oklahoma—National Council of Churches, 47 

Oklahoma—Liturgy, Lord’s Supper—Trial Use (see page 459) 

Pittsburgh—Nicene Creed—Revised Text, 49 

Pittsburgh—Thirty-nine Articles, 49, 63 

Puerto Rico—Self-Supporting Priests & the Pension Fund, 45 

Puerto Rico—Overseas Missionary Districts, 87 

Quincy—Consultation on Church Union, 41, 401 

Rochester—Abortion-Law Reform, 57, 307 

San Joaquin—Suffragan Bishops, 98 

South Carolina—Principles of Church Union, 41, 401 

South Florida—Holy Scriptures—Modern Vss, BCP, 38, 49 

South Florida—Communion Discipline on Ecumenical Occasions (no 
action) 

South Florida—‘‘Communion Discipline” Statement, 47, 370 

South Florida—Consultation on Church Union, 41, 401 

South Florida—Negro Priests’ Petition, 57 

South Florida—Liturgy, Lord’s Supper—Trial Use, 62, 459 

South Florida—Ante-Communion Alternatives, 49 

South Florida—Trial Use other Anglican Liturgies, 87 

South Florida—Liturgy, Lord’s Supper—Date of Trial Use, 62, 459 

Southern Ohio—Holy Scriptures—Modern Vss in BCP, 49 

Southern Ohio—Theological Freedom, 75 

Southern Ohio—Self-Supporting Priests & the Pension Fund, 45, 520 

Southern Ohio—Principles of Church Union, 41, 401 

Southern Ohio—Council for Renewal, 74, 487 

Southern Ohio—Manpower/ Management Study, Clergy, 53 

Southern Virginia—BCP—Revision, 48 

Southwestern Virginia—Holy Scriptures in BCP, 49 

Southwestern Virginia—Communion Discipline, 47, 370 

Texas—Communion Discipline, 47, 370 

Upper South Carolina—National Council of Churches, 47 

Upper South Carolina—Non-Episcopal Ministers Participating, 65, 340 

Virginia—BCP—Revision (no action) 
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Virginia—Holy Scriptures—Modern Vss in BCP, 50 
Washington—Suffragan Bishops, 98 
Washington—Self-Government, District of Columbia, 57, 408 
Washington—Consultation on Church Union, 41, 401 
Western Michigan—Holy Scriptures—Modern Vss in‘HC, 49 
Western Michigan—Consultation on Church Union (1), 41 
Western Michigan—Consultation on Church Union (II), 41 
Wyoming—Liturgy, Lord’s Supper—Trial Use, 62, 459 
Province I—Consultation on Church Union—Plan, 41 
Province I—Liturgy, Lord’s Supper—Trial Use, 62, 459 
Province IJI—Ordination of Women, 76 
Province I1V—Letters Dimissory (no action) 
Province I¥V—Removals from Ministry, 38 
Province IV—Suffragan Bishops, 98 
Province IV—Filling of Vacant Cures, 54 
Province V—Voting in House of Bishops (no action) 
Province VI—Merging of Seminaries, 54 
National Conference of Deaconesses—Study of Role of Deaconess, 58 
Evang. Educ. Soc.—Confirmation Rubric, 49 
Comm. to Study 

Theol. Educ.—Theological Education in Episcopal Church, Appendix 20 
Vestry, Akron, Ohio—Principles of Church Union, 41, 401 
Vestry, Galveston, Texas—Consultation on Church Union, 41, 401 
Vestry, Bluefield, W. Va.—National Council of Churches, 47 
The Executive Council—Diocesan Boundaries, Appendix 15 
Joint Commission on Church Architecture—Appendix 3 


Memorials and Petitions Introduced in House of Deputies, 150-154 
HD 101 Albany—Clergy-Retirement at Age 65, 291 
HD 102 Arkansas—Clergy-Retirement at Age 65, 291 
HD 103 Atlanta—Women as Deputies (see page 391) 
HD 104 Bethlehem—Women as Deputies, 167 
HD 105 Bethlehem—Clergy-Retirement, 291 
HD 106 California—mWomen as Deputies (see page 391) 
HD 107 California—Widow-Benefits, 291 
HD 108 California—Structure, General Convention, 236, 262 
HD 109 Central New York—Women as Deputies (see page 391) 
HD 110 Chicago—Name of the Church, 171 
HD 111 Connecticut—Vote by Orders, 262 
HD 112 Delaware—Proportional Representation, 236, 262 
HD 113 Delaware—Vote by Orders, 262 
HD 114 Delaware—Lay Administration of Chalice (see page 341) 
HD 115 Delaware—Women as Deputies, 167 
HD 117 Easton—Study of Church Pension Fund, 291 
HD 118 Idaho—Women as Deputies, 167 
HD 119 Jowa—Non-discriminatory Practices, 194 
HD 120 lIowa—Structure, General Convention, 236, 262 
HD 121 Jowa—Clergy-Retirement at Age 65, 291 
HD 122 Jowa—Equalization of Pension Benefits, 291 
HD 123 Kentucky—Clergy-Retirement at Age 65, 291 
HD 124 Long Island—Clergy-Retirement at Age 65, 291 
HD 125 Maryland—Women as Deputies (see page 391) 
HD 126 Maryland—Proportional Representation, 236, 262 
HD 127 Massachusetts—Structure, General Convention, 236, 262 
HD 128 Massachusetts—Clergy-Retirement at Age 65, 291 


129 
130 
131 
132 
133 
134 
135 
136 
137 
138 
139 


140 
141 
142 
143 
144 
145 
146 


147 


179 
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Massachusetts—Lay Administration of Chalice (see page 341) 
Mexico—Amend Canon 16—Irregular Unions, 179, 204 
Michigan—Membership of Executive Council, 204, 262 
Michigan—Re-imbursement, Deputies’ Expense, 266 
Michigan—Discharge from Committees, 235 
Michigan—Vote by Orders, 262 
Michigan—Arrangements, General Convention (no action) 
Michigan—Publicity for Meetings of Commissions, 235 
Michigan—Women as Deputies (see page 391) 
Michigan—Proportional Representation (see page 362) 
Michigan—Duration & Frequency of General Convention 
(no action) 
Missouri—Vote by Orders, 262 
Missouri—Women as Deputies, 167 
Nebraska—Name of the Church, 171 
New York—Clergy-Retirement at Age 65, 291 
New York—Name of the Church, 171 
Newark—Structure, General Convention, 236, 262 
Newark—Commendation, Jt. Comm. on Arrangements 
(no action) 
North Carolina—Women as Deputies (see page 391) 
North Dakota—Publicity for Commission Meetings, 235 
North Dakota—Proportional Representation, 236, 262 
North Dakota—Women as Deputies (see page 391) 
No. California—Vote by Orders, 262 
No. California—Women as Deputies, 167 
No. Indiana—Proportional Representation, 262 
No. Indiana—Women as Members of the Executive Council, 
204, 234, 262 
No. Indiana—Clergy-Retirement at Age 65, 291 
No. Indiana—Women as Deputies, 167 
N. W. Texas—Church School Missionary Offering, 280 
Olympia—Pension Inequities, 291 
Pennsylvania—Biennial General Conventions (see page 268) 
Pennsylvania—Proportional Representation, 236, 262 
Pennsylvania—Women as Deputies (see page 391) 
Pennsylvania—Nominating Committee for National Offices, 235 
Pennsylvania—Publicity for Meetings of Commissions, 235 
Pennsylvania—Re-imbursement, Deputies’ Expenses, 266 
Puerto Rico—Structure, General Convention, 235, 262 
Rochester—Women as Deputies, 167 
Rochester—Lay Administration of the Chalice (see page 341) 
San Joaquin—Quotas for General Church Program, 190, 217 
Southern Ohio—Vote by Orders, 262 
Southern Ohio—Proportional Representation, 236, 262 
Southern Ohio—Lay Administration of Chalice (see page 341) 
Southern Ohio—Women as Deputies, 167 
Southern Ohio—Nominating Committee for National Offices, 
235 


Southern Ohio—Re-imbursement, Deputies’ Expenses, 266 
Southern Ohio—Biennial General Convention (see page 268) 
S. W. Virginia—Lay Administration of Chalice (see page 341) 
Spokane—Women as Deputies, 167 

Texas—General Convention Assessment, 204, 266 
Texas—Lay Administration of Chalice (see page 341) 


HD 180 
HD 181 
HD 182 
HD 183 
HD 184 
HD 185 
HD 186 
HD 187 
HD 188 
HD 189 
HD 190 
HD 191 
HD 192 
HD 193 
HD 194 
HD 195 
HD 196 
HD 197 
HD 198 
HD 199 
HD 200 
HD 201 
HD 202 
HD 203 
HD 204 
HD 205 


HD 206 
HD 207 
HD 208 


HD 209 
HD 210 


HD 211 
HD e212 


HD 213 
HD 214 
HD 215 
HD 216 
HD 217 
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Virginia—Proportional Representation, 236 
Virginia—Women as Deputies (see page 391) 
Virginia—Lay Administration of Chalice (see page 341) 
Washington—Women as Deputies, 167 
Washington—Vote by Orders, 262 
West. Massachusetts—Lay Administration of Chalice, 203 
West. Michigan—Economies at National Headquarters, 189 
West. Michigan—Clergy-Retirement at Age 65, 291 
Province III—Women as Deputies (see page 391) 
Province [Y—Women as Deputies (see page 391) 
Province V—Nominations to Executive Council, 235 
Province V—Re-imbursement, Deputies’ Expenses, 266 
Province V—Women as Deputies, 167 
Province V—Biennial General Conventions, 268 
Province V—Publicizing Meetings of Commissions, 235 
Province V—Vote by Orders, 186, 262 
Province V—Duration, General Convention (no action) 
Province V—Proportional Representation, 236 
Province VI—Vote by Orders, 262 
Province VI—Proportional Representation, 236 
Province VI—Equalization of Clerical Pensions, 291 
Province VIII—Clergy-Retirement at Age 65, 291 
Executive Council—Church School Missionary Offering, 280 
Executive Council—Social Security for the Clergy, 291 
Province 1V—Reduction in number of Deputies (no action) 
Various Clergymen—Educational Requirements for Ministry 
among Peoples of Foreign Language and 
Culture, 173, 201, 220 
Province I—Structure, General, Convention, 236, 262 
Province I—Partnership Plan, 2 
ECW- Sh pane ey of palaces College Work, 174, 187, 
ECW-Ohio—Strengthening the College Ministry, 174, 187, 195 
Vestry, N. Carolina—Lay Administration of Chalice 
(see page 341) 
Vestry, N. Carolina—Women as Deputies, 167 
ee Group on Poverty/Improvement of Social Insurance, 


Action Group on Poverty/ Medicare, 217 

Action Group on Poverty/Eligibility for Public Assistance, 217 
Action Group on Poverty/Studies of Income Maintenance, 217 
Action Group on Poverty/Social-Welfare Services, 194 
Maine—Nomenclature, Missionary Districts, 257 


Metropolitan Councils 
Proposed Canon on, 274, 355 
Resolution commending the concept adopted, 187, 460 


Miller, Rt. Rev. Allen J., Bishop of Easton 
Resignation announced, B.7 
Ministry, indigenous, for minorities, 201, 335 
Ministry, Withdrawal from 
New Canon proposed, B.38 


Missionary Bishops, Election of 
Election procedure revised, B.10 
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Guatemala, 461 

Honolulu, Suffragan, 462 
Okinawa, 462 

Philippines, Coadjutor, B.16 
South Dakota, Coadjutor, B.17 
Western Kansas, A.13 


Missionary Districts 
Name and Status of, 385 
New jurisdictions created, 30, 31, B.49 


Modern Versions of the Bible, Epistles and Gospels, 413 


Montgomery, Rt. Rev. James W., Coadjutor of Chicago 
Change of Status noted, A.3 


Moore, Rt. Rev. William Moultrie, Jr., ee Bishop of North Carolina 
Presented to the House of Bishops, 14 


Moral Issues—Medical and Scientific Technology, 501 


Morehouse, Clifford P., of New York 
Courtesy Resolution ‘of Appreciation, 290 
Elected to Executive Council, 260, 420 
President, House of Deputies, 133 


Music, Church, Joint Commission on 

Continue Commission, 96, 264, 464 

Included in the General Convention Budget, 232 

Resolutions 
1. Division of Ecclesiastical Arts, 409 
2. Continue Commission, 464 
3. Hymnal Revision, 449 
4. Appropriation, General Church Program (not adopted) 
5. Appropriation, Convention Budget, 232 

Triennial Report, Appendix 26 


Mutual Responsibility Commission 
Commendation of the Commission, 279, 465 
Commission continued, 100, 264, 465 
Executive Officer, Appreciation to, 100, 286, 466 
Executive Officer, Introduced to House of Bishops, A.22 
Included in the General Convention Budget, 231 
Report of, to the House of Bishops, A.15 
Report of, to the House of Deputies, 148 
Report of, to a Joint Session, 298 


Resolutions , 
1. Amend Art. I., Sec. 3—Election, Presiding Bishop (not adopted), 
397 


Amend Art. I., Sec. 4—Vote by Orders at such election (no action) 
. Amend Art. I., Sec. 7—Frequency of Conventions, 394 

Amend Canon 1—Joint Committees and Commissions, 315 
Amend Canon 1—General Convention assessment, 317 

Amend Canon 2—Election of Presiding Bishop (not adopted), 318 
Amend Canon 2—Term of Office, Presiding Bishop, 319 

Amend Canon 2—Duties of Presiding Bishop, 320 

Amend Canon 2—Assistants for Presiding Bishop, 323 

. Amend Canon 4—Responsibilities, Executive Council, 324 

B. Adjourned Session, Gen. Convention (not adopted) (see page 497) 
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C. Support General Church Program, 433 
D. Continue Commission, 465 
Triennial Report, Appendix 25 


Myers, Rt. Rev. Chauncie Kilmer, Bishop of caooe 
Change of Status, 14 


National Council of Churches, 47 
National Group-Life Insurance, 107 


Necrology, House of Bishops, 24, A.2, B.5 
House of Deputies, Appendix 24 


Negro Clergymen 

Statement about, 54, 466, A.6 
Newspapers, Daily, Courtesy Resolution adopted, 288 
Nicaragua, Missionary District of 


Established, 31 
Jurisdiction over, assigned to Bishop of Costa Rica, 31 


Ninth Province 
Report on, by Bishop of Panama, A.7 
Statement of, re Crisis Program, 91, 425 


Nominations, Pension Fund Board and Council 
Geographical distribution ordered, 175 


Non-Communicants as Missionaries 
Proposal to revise Canons to permit, 38, 106, 279, 325, B.14, B.21 


Non-Metropolitan Areas 
Joint Committee established, 98, 264, 468 
Staff Officer for, approved, 279, 469 


Non-Stipendiary Priests, 45, 295, 520 
North America, Anglican Regional Council of, 79, 98, 272, 469 


Northern California, Suffragan Bishop of 
Rev. Edward McNair, 44, 65, 312 


O 


Officers of the House of Deputies, 109 
Courtesy Resolution of Appreciation to, adopted, 290 


Official Acts of the Presiding Bishop, Appendix 30 
Official Call, Special Meetings, House of Bishops, A.1, B.4 


Ogilby, Rt. Rev. Lyman Cunningham 
Change of Status, 14 
Elected Bishop Coadjutor of South Dakota, B.17 
Resignation as Bishop of the Philippines accepted, A.16 
Resolution of appreciation for service in Philippines, A.31 


Ogle, Homer, of American Bible Society 
Addressed House of Deputies, 179 
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Okinawa 
Establishment of Missionary District, 30 
Memorial from congregations in, A.4 
Seating of Deputies from, 163 
Ven. Edmond Lee Browning elected Bishop of, 87, 462 
Open Letter to the Presiding Bishop, 267, 303 
Ordination of Women, 74, 519 
Orthodox, Relations with, Council on 
Guide-lines for, to be distributed, B.42 
Report of, to the House of Bishops, A.12 
Overseas Mission of the Church, 94 


Oyama, Mr. Seigi 
Introduced to House of Bishops, 31 


P 


Pages and Print Shop, Courtesy Resolution on, adopted, 286 


Palmer, Rev. Hubert C. 
Appointed Assistant Secretary, House of Bishops, 13 


Panama and the Canal Zone, Missionary District of 
New name approved, A.17 


Pardue, Rt. Rev. Austin, Bishop of Pittsburgh 
Resignation accepted, 73 


Parochial Reports, Due Date 
(See Canon 5, Sec. 1) 


Participation of Poor in Poverty Programs, 99, 274, 477 


Partnership Plan 
Adoption of Plan proposed, 81, 210, 471 
Discharge Joint Committee on, 85, 264, 473 
Interpretation of, by Bishops and Deputies proposed, 85, 216, 472 
Joint Committee, Report of, to House of Bishops, B.34, Appendix 27 
Partnership Principle, 85, 473 
Pastoral Letter, Committee on 
Report of, re Position Papers, A.5 
Pastoral Letters and Position Papers 
How communicated to the Church, 74, 267, 337 
Peace Committee, International 
Report of, by Bishop of Erie, A.5 
Pennsylvania, Bishop of 
Elected to Executive Council, 3 years, 68, 419 


Pension Fund 
Authorized to administer life, health, and accident benefits, 272, 329 
Benefits, 185, 474 
Report of Committee to Review the Role of, Appendix 4 
Trustees, Election of, 99, 259, 475 


Periodicals, Diocesan, receive journalism awards, A.20, B.21 
Perpetual Diaconate, Request for consideration of, at Lambeth, 95 
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Petersen, Rev. Lemuel, Council of Churches Observer, 28 


Philippine Independent Church 
Greetings to and from, 34, 157, 476 — 


Philippines, Missionary District of 
Election of a second Suffragan Bishop for, deferred, 67 


Pike, Rt. Rev. James A., 26, 82, 84, 85, B.7, B.8, B.15, B.26 
Pithan, Rt. Rev. Athalicio T., Commemorated, B.6 


Placement of the Clergy 
Committee on, approved, B.39 
Report of Committee, Appendix 5 
Resolutions introduced, House of Bishops, 18 


Poor, Participation of, in Poverty Programs, 99, 274, 477 


Pope Paul VI 
Greetings to, 48, 206, 477 


Population, Poverty, and Peace, Position Paper on 
Adopted, B.19 
Text of, B.54 


Position Papers, v, vi, B.54, B.58, B.61 
How communicated to the Church, 64, 267, 337 
In lieu of Pastoral Letter, A.5, 59 
While General Convention is in session, 226 


Poverty, Episcopal Action Group on, Resolutions from, 194, 217, 220 
Poverty Programs, Participation of Poor in, 99, 274, 477 
Prayer Book in Simple English, 36, 52, 197, 231, 478 


Prayer Book Revision 
Consultants, 35, 479 
Co-ordinator, 35, 480 
Instrument of, 35, 481 
Plan for, 35, 481 


Preachers, Guest, in Episcopal Churches (See Canon 48) 


Presiding Bishop 
Advisory Committee to, 227, A.10 
Duties of, 73, 227, 320 
Election of, in Joint Executive Session, 84, 202, 397 
Gift from Alaska, 102 
Interim election of, 224, 398 
Official Acts of, 32, Appendix 30 
Personal Assistants for, 101, 234, 323 
Term set at 12 years, 72, 227, 319 


Presiding Bishop’s Address 
Joint Committee on, 34, 157 
“Open Letter” as response to, 96, 267, 303 
Presiding Bishop’s Call to the Church, 1, 482 
Presiding Officer, Triennial Meeting 
Addressed House of Bishops, 40 
Addressed House of Deputies, 175 


Priests, non-stipendiary, 45, 295, 520 
Press Room, Courtesy Resolution on, adopted, 288 
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Press, Motion to Censure, defeated, B.21 
Program and Budget, Joint Committee on 
Final Report of, Filed in House of Deputies, 232, Appendix 28 
Final Report of, Presented to House of Deputies, 240 
Minority Report, 240 
Resolution No. 1, 243, 423, 426 
Resolution No. 2, 255, 423, 427 
Resolution No. 3, 244, 427 
Resolution No. 4, 244, 428 
Resolution No. 5, 244, 428 
Resolution No. 6, with amendment, adopted, 255, 430 
Resolution No. 7, 243, 431 
Resolution No. 8, 243, 432 


Projects and Companion Dioceses, 104, 281, 484 
Proportional Representation, House of Deputies, 236 


Provinces VIII and IX 
Revised lists of constituent jurisdictions, 64, 172, 330 


Provincial Boundaries, Study of, 70, 235, 485 
Provincial Synods, Representation in, 64, 172, 331 
Puerto Rico, denied Diocesan Status, 192 


Pusey, Dr. Nathan 
Addressed House of Bishops, 44 
Addressed House of Deputies, 193 


“Pusey Committee” (see Theological Education) 
Courtesy Resolution on, adopted, 287 


Q 


Quiet Day for the House of Bishops, 1966, B.3 


Quotas, Credit on, for work in Province, only for Dioceses supporting 
Province, 51, 171, 332 


R 


Ramsey; Most Rev. Arthur Michael, Archbishop of Canterbury 
(See Canterbury, Archbishop of) 


Recorder of Ordinations, Report of, Appendix 29 
Records of the Treasurer, 34, 156, 506 

Regional Councils, Rural, 61, 208, 490 

Register of Presiding Bishop’s Official Acts, Appendix 30 


Registrar of the General Convention 
Charles M. Guilbert elected as, 33, 183, 485 
Report of, for Triennium 1964-1967, Appendix 7 


Religion and Health, Joint Commission on 
Appropriation for, 231, 436 
Change of name approved, 31, 265, 486 
Commission continued, 31, 265, 486 
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Religion and Medicine, Committee on, of American Medical Association, 
Commended, 97, 269, 486 


Religious Communities, Committee on, 74 
Religious Leaders, Seattle Community, Courtesy Resolution on, adopted, 289 


Renewal, Council for 
Approved, 74, 269, 487 
Committee to develop, approved, B.44 


Renewal, Joint Commission on, 40, 265, 488 
Resignation of Bishops, 73, A.3, B.7 
Resigned Bishops, Study Committee on, 67 


Reus-Froylan, Rt. Rev. Francisco, Bishop of Puerto Rico 
Presented to House of Bishops, A.3 
Status, Change of, Noted, A.3 


Resolutions introduced in the House of Bishops 

Bishop Allin—Resigned Bishops, 67 

Bishop Bayne—Amendment, Article I., Sec. 2, 24, 390 

Bishop Bayne—Canon 8, 24, 330 

Bishop Bayne—Good Friday Offering, 50, 445 

Bishop Bennison—Amend Canon 44, 64 

Bishop Bennison—Amend Canon 16, 65 

Bishop Brady—Extension of Widow’s Benefits, 50, 500 

Bishop Burgess—Apartheid (no action) 

Bishop Cadigan—Appreciation of Joint Commission on Finance, 102 

Bishop Campbell—Amend Canon 63, Sec. 2, 24, 54 

Bishop Creighton—Suffragan Bishop, Philippines, 67 

Bishop Creighton—Suffragan Bishop, Honolulu, 67 

Bishop Creighton—Involvement of Youth, 78, 521 

Bishop Cole—Statement on Viet Nam, 25, 176 

Bishop Crittenden—Appeal to Support Viet Nam Christian Service, 60, 85 

Bishop Crittenden—International Year of Human Rights, 44, 80 

Bishop Davidson—Conscientious Objection, 44 (see page 373) 

Bishop Emrich—Theological Study, 75 

Bishop Fraser—Counsel to Clergy, 36 

Bishop Fraser—Board for Theological Education, 44, 46, 502 

Bishop Fraser—Executive Sec. for House of Bishops’ Committee on Coun- 
sel to Clergy, 37 

Bishop Gibson—Supplemental report, Ecumenical Relations, 24 
(see Appendix 9, Annex H 

Bishop Gibson—Joint Preparatory Commission for Anglican/Roman- 
Catholic Consultations, 67, 76 

Bishop Marmion (Wm.)—Amend Canon 65 (no action) 

Bishop Mitchell—Taxation of Certain Church Property, 50, 500 

Bishop Moore—District of Columbia, 57, 408 

Bishop Stark—Group Life Insurance for Clergy, 107 

Bishop Sepa bales, Administration of, Federal Penitentiaries, 24, 
50, 3 

Bishop Stokes—Council of Renewal, 40, 487 

Bishop Stokes—Overseas Mission of the Church, 94 

Bishop West—Amend Rules of Order, 101 

Bishop Wetmore—Appreciation of Presiding Bishop and Joint Committee 
on Program and Budget, 91 
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Resolutions introduced in the House of Deputies 
D 301 


302 
303 
304 


Krumm (N.Y.)—Viet Nam, 156, 509 

Kent (L.I.)—Amend Joint Rule 10(a), 156, 453 
Kent (L.I.)—Tentative Budget, 156, 435 

Kent (L.I.)—Treasurer’s Records, 156, ae 


304A McFaddin (Texas) Women Deputies, 156, 167 


305 

307 
308 
309 
310 
311 
312 
313 
314 
315 
316 
Shi) 
318 
319 
320 
321 
322 
323 
324 


325 
326 
327 
328 


329 
330 
331 
332 
333 
334 
335 
336 
337 
338 
339 
340 
341 
342 
343 
344 
345 
346 
347 
348 
349 
350 
351 
352 


Leffler (Olympia)—Response to P. B. address, 157, 482 
Hungerford (N.W. Texas)—Increase Widows’ Pensions, 160 
Cooper (N.J.)—Feast of Circumcision, 160, 283 

Kirby (Alb.)—-COCU, 160, 250 

Gressle (Del.)—Youth on it. Com.’s, 160, 265 

Tellepsen (Texas )—Boy Scout Movement, 160, 313 

Jesse (Nev. )—Church between Conventions, 160 

Bartlett (W.Va.)—Trial Use, 160, 283 

Roca (Ariz.)—Canon 11—Standing Committees, 160, 204 
Trelease (Ohio )—Euthanasia, 160, 417 

Peabody (Mass. )—Voting Methods, 160, 518 

Lloyd (Harrisburg )—Administ. Chalice i in Prison, 160, 361 


MacMillan (Erie)—Liturgy, 174, 283 


Newlin (Lex.)—Re-number Canons, 174, 359 

Hardin (S.W. Va.)—Participation of Poor i in decision-making 
agencies, 174 

Ratelle (La.)—-COCU, 174, 250 

Eckel (Mass.)—Social Security, 174 

Fay (S.D.)—Trial-Use Prayer Book, 175, 283 

Leighton (Md.)—Mutual Responsibility and Inter-dependence, 
175, 265 

Wiedrich (N. Mich.)—Work in Rural Areas, 175, 490 

McGehee (Va.)—Abandonment of Communion, 175, 204 

Gibbs (L.A.)—Funding Crisis Program, 175 

Jones (N.J.)—Memorial to Canon Stowe, 183 

Barnes (Md.)—Church Pension Fund, 183, 291 

Hambly (Cal.)—Fourth Year of Seminary, 183, 219 

Gasch (Wash.)—Social Security, 183, 291 

DuTeil (Honolulu)—Alcoholism, 183, 309 

Thompson (C.N.Y.)—Revision of Prayer Book, 183, 283 

Johnston (W. Mo.)—Prayer Book, 183, 283 

Tate (Atlanta)—Prayer Book, 183, 283 

Varley (Easton )—Religion & Medicine Committee, 190, 486 

Byfield (Cal.)—-Pension Fund, 190, 291 

Byfield (Cal.)—Negro Colleges, 190, 270 

Byfield (Cal.)—Discrimination in Labor Unions, 190, 454 

Tate (Atlanta)—Alcoholism, 191, 270 

Causey (Virginia)—Stewardship, 191, 498 

Thorp (Dallas)—Comprehensive Liturgy, 191, 283 

Morrill (N.H.)—Jonathan Daniels Memorial, 191, 406 

Peabody (Mass. )—Jonathan Daniels Memorial, 191, 406 

Peabody (Mass. )—vVoting, 191, 260 

Pelham (Mich.)—Racism (Memorial of 10,000), 191, 416 

Jacobs (Ohio )—Negroes in Deputations, 191, 270 

Hancock (Minn.)—Equal Opportunity (clergy), 191, 414 
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HD 353 Park (Vermont)—COCU, 191, 250 

HD 354 Robertson (N. Mich.)—Canon Law, Joint Commission on, 191 

HD 355 Wollesen (N. Cal.)—Group Insurance, 191, 275 

HD 356 Hannum (Alaska)—Gen. Conven. Committees, 191, 235 

HD 357 Fowler (Ariz.)—South Africa, 191 

HD 358 Waller (Ga.)—Representation of Miss. Dists., 191, 257 

HD 359 Peabody (Mass.)—Investment of Pension Funds, 191, 391 

HD 360 Diocese W. Mo.—COCU, 193, 250 

HD 361 Diocese W. Mo.—New Liturgy, 193, 283 

HD 362 Adams (Cal.)—Church Pension Fund, 197, 391 

HD 363 Masquelette (Texas)—Church Pension Fund, 198 

HD 364 Hay (Pittsburgh)—Suf. Bp. Armed Forces, 198, 295. 

HD 365 Baden (Va.)—Non-Metropolitan Areas, 198, 468 

HD 366 Murchison (E. Car.)—Overseas expenditures, 198 

HD 367 Stone (Oregon)—Missionary Stipends, 198 

HD 368 Eisenhart (Wash.)—-War and Violence, 198 

HD 369 Helmer (N. Mich.)—Staff Officer—Rural Work, 198, 469 

HD 370 Brown (So. Fla.)—-COCU, 198, 250 

HD 371 Harmon (Liberia)—Study of Liberia, 198 

HD 372 Crane (Mo.)—Evangelism, 198, 277 

HD 373 _ Riebs (Ecuador)—Deportation of Bp. Crowther, 198 

HD 374 Holy Trinity, Peru, Ind—COCU, 207, 250 

HD 375 Waller (Ga.)—Polling Deputations, 208 

HD 390 Harmon (Liberia)—Representation, Miss. Dist., 226, 257 

HD 391 McGinnis (Ala.)—Position Papers during Sessions of Gen. 
Convention, 226 


Richardson, Rt. Rev. J. Milton 
Presented to House of Bishops, A.3 


Role of Women in the Church, 74, 265, 519 (See Appendix 35.4) 


Roman Catholic Church 
Committee on Relations with, Report of, to House of Bishops, A.11 
Observer, Father Treacy, addressed House of Bishops, 100 
Participation of Clergymen of, at Eucharist, A.20 
Re-confirmation of communicants of, A.30 
Relations with, 248, 490 
Visitors, 62 


Rules of Order, House of Bishops, Supplement C 
Standing Committees I, B.40, B.47 
Missionary Bishops J and II, B.11 


Rules of Order, House of Deputies, Supplement D 
Report of Committee, Appendix 8 


Rules of Order, Joint, 137, 451 
Rule 1, 280, 452 
Rule 4, 280, 452 
Rule 10(a), 208, 453 
Rule 11, 208, 454 


Rural Regional Councils, 61, 208, 490 


S 


Sacrament, Administration of, by Deacons 
Outside of Church, outside of Service Time, B.18 
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Report on, by Committee on Prayer Book, A.19 
Report referred to Theological Committee, A.19 


Sacrament, Reservation of, for sick and isolated 
May be administered by Deacon, B.18 


St. Mark’s Cathedral, Courtesy Resolution on, adopted, 287 
St. Paul’s Church, Courtesy Resolution on, adopted, 287 


Salaries of the Clergy, Report on, Appendix 14 
Further Study of, approved, 68, 200, 368 


Sanders, The Rev. Patrick H., Jr., of Mississippi 
Appointed to Committee on Ecumenical Relations, 188 


Saucedo, Rt. Rev. José Guadalupe 
Read statement of personal privilege from the 9th Province, 91 


Scriptures, Alternate Versions of 
(See Canon 20) 


Secretariat, Courtesy Resolution on, adopted, 286 
Secretary of the General Convention, 163, 491 
Seminary in Kentucky, 76 


Sexton, Most Rev. Harold E., Archbishop of British Columbia 
Introduced to the House of Bishops, 26 


Sexuality, Human 
Christian attitudes, 218, 492 


Sherman, Rt. Rev. Jonathan G., Bishop of Long Island 
Change of Status announced, B.7 


Sherrill, Rt. Rev. Henry Knox 
Greetings from, 50 
Greetings to, 24 


Sign Language 
Proposal that it be taught in Seminaries, B.13, B.19 


Sites of Future General Conventions, 93, 255, 443 


Smith, Hon. Hulett C., Governor of West Virginia 
Introduced to the House of Bishops, B.3 


Social Insurance, 220, 271 
Social Services for the Poor, 57, 194, 496 
Social Welfare Services, 57, 194, 496 


Sorg, Mrs. Harold, of California 
Elected to Executive Council, 2nd Term, 260, 420 


Southern Africa, 
Investments in, 100, 286, 495 


Southern Ohio, Bishop of 
Elected to Executive Council, 419 


Spears, Rt. Rev. Robert Rae, Jr., Suffragan Bishop of West Missouri 
Presented to the House of Bishops, 14 


Special General Convention, 88, 497 
Request of House of Deputies for, 255 


Special Meetings, House of Bishops, A.1, B.1 


. 


1346 JOURNAL OF THE GENERAL CONVENTION 


Spike, Rev. Robert W. 
Memorial Minute on, B.33 


Spofford, Very Rev. William B., Jr., of Idaho 
Elected to Executive Council, 260, 420 3 


Standing Committees, House of Bishops, 15 
Rule I, concerning, revised, 101, B.40, B.47 


Standing Committees, House of Deputies, 138 


Standing Liturgical Commission 
Report of, introduced in House of Bishops, 19 
Triennial Report, Appendix 23 


State of the Church, Committee on 
Report of, to the House of Deputies, 188 
Triennial Report, Appendix 32 


Statistics, Triennial (1964-65-66), Appendix 32 
To be published in Journal, 201 


Sterling, Rt. Rev. C. W., President of the A.C.U. 
Apology to House of Bishops, 62 
Apology to House of Deputies, 221 
Resolution concerning, 222 


Stevenson, Rt. Rev. Dean T., Bishop of Harrisburg 
Presented to House of Bishops, B.7 


Stewardship, Statement About, Appendix 31 
Adopted by Bishops, B.34, B.61 
Adopted by General Convention, 69, 210, 498 


Stewardship-Education Officer, 93, 216, 499 
Stoney, Rt. Rev. James M., Commemorated, A.2 


Stowe, Rev. Canon Walter H., Courtesy Resolution on, 289 


Strategy of the Church 
Address of Presiding Bishop on, B.44 
Address of Bishop Warneke on, B.44 
Text of Bishop Hines’ address, B.65 


Structure of the Church, Joint Commission on 

Continue Joint Commission with Change of Name, 96, 499 

Included in the General Convention Budget, 231 

Progress Report of, to House of Bishops, A.32, B.12 

Resolutions . 

1. Amend Canon 1—election of Deputies, 316 

. Amend Canon 1—proportional representation (not adopted), 236 
. Amend Art. I., Sec. 4—votes by orders (no action) 
. Amend Various Articles—Missionary Districts, 385 
(1) Amend Art. I., Sec. 4—women as Deputies, 391 
(2) Amend Canon 1—Terms, Officers, House of Deputies, 314 
. Expense-account for Deputies, 421 
Amend Art. I., Sec. 2—Voting, House of Bishops, 396 
. Amend Art. I., Sec. 2—Resignation, certain Bishops, 390 
. Study, Provincial Boundaries, 485 
10. Amend Canon 8—Credit on Quota, 332 
11. Amend Canon 8—Representation in Synods, 331 
12(a). Continue Commission with new name, 499 
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12(b). Appropriation, Convention Budget, 231 
12(c). Staff officer (Included in General Church Program) 
Triennial Report, Appendix 33 


Stuart, Rt. Rev. Albert R. 
Elected to Executive Council, 68, 419 
Subsidy to Diocese entertaining the General Convention, 447 


Swift, Rt. Rev. A. Ervine 
Resignation, A.3 
Resolution of appreciation for service in Puerto Rico, 4.31 
Seated in House of Bishops, 27 

Symphony, Seattle, Courtesy Resolution on, adopted, 287 


Synods, Provincial 
Deputations, size of, 172, 331 


‘At 


Taft, Charles P., of Southern Ohio 
Appointed to Committee on Christian Social Relations, 217 


Taxation of Certain Church Property, 80, 294, 500 


Taylor, Rev. Charles L., Executive Director, Committee to Study Theological 
Education 
Addressed House of Bishops, B.41 
Taylor, Rt. Rev. George Alfred, Bishop of Easton 
Presented to the House of Bishops, 14 
Taylor, Walker, Jr., of East Carolina 
Elected to Executive Council, 260, 420 
Executive Officer, Mutual Responsibility Commission 
Appreciation to, voted, 100, 466 
Introduced to House of Bishops, A.22 
Technology, Medical and Scientific, 53, 194, 501 
Ten Thousand, Petition of, 271, 416 
Theological Education 
Offering, 29, 170, 505 
Scholarship Fund, Report of, to House of Bishops, A.19 
Special Committee on 
Chairman’s address to House of Deputies, 193 
Text of Report of, Appendix 20 


Theological Education, Board for, 44, 69, 219, 502 


Theological Freedom 
Report of Committee on, Appendix 6 
Resolution adopted, 77 


Theological Renewal, Foundation for, proposed, B.9, B.18, B.43 
Theological Study, proposed, 75 

Theology, New Trends in, to be studied by Bishops in regional groups, B.9 
Thirty-nine Articles, 63 


Thomas, Rt. Rev. Albert S. 
Greetings to, 71 
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Tillson, John B., of Massachusetts 
Elected to Executive Council, 3-year term, 260, 420 


Tokuda, Rev. Barnabas 
Introduced to the House of Bishops, 31 


Transfer, Letters of 
Proposed revision of Canon on, B.20 


Translation of Trial-Use Rites, 52, 197, 507 


Treasurer of the Executive Council 
Report of, Appendix 13 


Treasurer of the General Convention 
Election of, 190, 505 
Records of, 34, 156, 506 
Report received, 198 
Triennial Report, Appendix 34 
Trial-Use Rites 
Report from the Church on, 52, 197, 506 
Responsibilities of Custodian of Standard Book of Common Prayer 
(See Canon 21) 
Translation of, 52, 197, 507 
Triennial Meeting, Women of the Church 
Allocation from UTO to Crisis in American Life, 62, 229 
Nominations for Executive Council, 214 
Presiding Officer invited to address House of Deputies, 137 
Service of Presentation, 3 


Tsu, Rt. Rev. Y. Y. 
Introduced to House of Bishops, 25 


U 


United Thank Offering 
Amount of offering announced, 56, 229 
Resolution of appreciation, 230 
Service of Presentation, 3 


Urban Crisis Fund, 
Allocation by Triennial to, 229 


Vv 


Van Duzer, Rt. Rev. Albert W., Suffragan Bishop of New Jersey 
Presented to House of Bishops, B.6 


Viable Diocese Criteria 
Criteria, in U.S.A., 53, 193, 508 
Overseas, Standards for, 53, 193, 508 
Self-evaluation help to be provided, 45, 164, 509 


Viet Nam Christian Service 
Appeal to Support, 85, 102 


Viet Nam War 
Alternate Statement on, 103 
Joint Committee on, proposed, defeated, 176 
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Memorial from Triennial concerning, 246 

Position Paper on, requested, 60 

Statement on, by the General Convention, 273, 509 
Statement on, by the House of Bishops, B.29, B.45, B.51 
Statement on, by Special Committee, 511 


Virgin Islands, Ecumenical Dialogue in, A.32 


Visitors Bureau and Chamber of Commerce, Courtesy Resolution on, 
adopted, 287 
Vote by Orders 
Individual] vote in, tabled, 237 
Parity of Overseas Dioceses in, 103, 272, 393 
Voting 
In Dioceses, 72, 235, 518 
In House of Bishops, 98, 268, 396 


Ww 


Walker, Hon. Herbert V., of Los Angeles 
Elected to Executive Council, 260, 420 


War in Viet Nam 
(See Viet Nam War) 


Washburn, Rt. Rev. Benjamin M., Commemorated, B.6 


Waymouth, Dr. Charity, of Maine 
Elected to Executive Council, 260, 420 


Welles, Mr. Samuel, Director of The Episcopalian 
Addressed House of Bishops, 56 

Western Kansas, Missionary District of 
Bishop for, elected, A.14 
Decision to elect Bishop for, A.4 
Election announced, A.15 

White and Dykman, Annotated Constitution and Canons 
Report of Joint Committee on, Appendix 2 


Whittemore, Rt. Rev. Lewis B., Commemorated, B.6 


Williams, Very Rev. H. C. N., Provost of Canterbury 
Led Quiet Day for House of Bishops, B.3 

Williams, John, General Chairman for 1966 Meeting, House of Bishops 
Presented to House of Bishops, B.3 


Willie, Charles V., Ph.D. 
Elected to Executive Council, 3 years, 83, 247, 419 


Wilson, Houston, of Delaware 
Elected to Executive Council, 260, 420 


Women as Deputies 
Amendment of Constitution proposed, 34, 167, 391 
Message from Triennial, 166 
Women Church Workers, Joint Commission on 
Included in General Convention budget, reduced amount, 232 
Report of, to House of Bishops, 19 
Triennial Report, Appendix 35 
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Women, Ordination of 
Joint Commission on, proposed, 74, 265, 519 
Resolution on, referred to Special Committee, B.8, B.50, Appendix 35.4 


Wong, Rt. Rev. James C. L., Bishop of Taiwan 
Presented to the House of Bishops, A.3 


Wood, Rt. Rev. Milton LeGrand, Jr., Suffragan Bishop of Atlanta 
Presented to the House of Bishops, 14 


Woodard, Rev. G. H. Jack, Executive Secretary for Urban Work 
Addressed House of Bishops, B.15 


Worker Priests and the Pension Fund, 45, 295, 520 


World Council of Churches 
Greetings to General Secretary, 313 


Wyatt, Rt. Rev. John Raymond, Bishop of Spokane 
Presented to the House of Bishops, 14 


Wylie, Very Rev. Samuel J., Dean of the General Seminary 
Addressed House of Bishops, 60 
Addressed House of Deputies, 211 


Wyoming 
Erection as Diocese, 43, 164, 521 
Provisional Deputies introduced to House of Deputies by Bishop, 214 
Provisional Deputies seated in House of Deputies, 200 


¥ 


Yashiro, Most Rev. Michael H., Presiding Bishop of Japan 
Greetings from, 78 


Youth 
Involvement of, in policy-making processes of Church, 521 


Youth of the Church, Resolution on, 226 


Z 


Zulu, Rt. Rev. Alpheus H., Bishop of Zululand 
Greetings of House of Bishops sent to, B.13 
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